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DIGEST  OF  PUBLIC  IAW  712 

AGRICULTURAL  APPROPRIATION  ACT,  1949.  Provides  direct  appropriations  of 
$577,546,953,  and  an  authorization  to  borrow  $400,000,000  for  REA  loans. 

In  addition,  permanent  appropriations  are  available  in  the  amount  of  $146, 
327,127.  Items  of  major  significance  are  as  follows?  AGRICULTURAL  CONSERVA¬ 
TION  PROGRAM  -  $150,000,000  appropriated  plus  $5,072,000  available  from  ad¬ 
vance  conservation  material  fund  (a  decrease  below  1948  of  approximately 
$110,563,000);  the  Act  also  auth0ri7.es  a  $262,500,000  program  for  the  1949 
crop  year  with  maximum  payments  to  any  participant  to  be  limited  to  $750 
($250  above  1946);  SBC AH  ACT  -  $72,000,000  ($17,000,000  over  1946); 

NATIONAL  SCHOOL  LUNCH  ACT  -  |75,0X,000  to  be  available  from  Section  32 

funds  ($65,000,000  of  Section  32  funds  ar.d  a  direct  appropriation  of 

% 

$5,000,000  available  in  1948);  MARKETING  SERVICES  -  $9,615,600  (an  increase 
of  $140,100  over  1948);  FEPERAI  CROP  INSURANCE  CORPORATION  -  $3,725,000  for 
operating  expenses  ($1,275,000  below  1948),  together  with  the  unobligated 
balance  of  the  1948  appropriation  to  complete  the  liquidation  of  1947  and 
prior  crop  year  programs.  SOIL  CONSERVATION  SERVICE  -  $45,048,000  (an  in¬ 
crease  of  $6,000,000  over  1948),  of  which  $1,543,000  is  for  Soil  Conservation 
Research  and  $43,500,000  for  operations;  LAND  UTILIZATION  PROGRAM  -  $1,125,000 
(a  reduction  of  $475,000  below  1948).  For  the  FARMERS*  HOVE  ADMINISTRATION, 
the  following  amounts  are  provided:  Farm  tenancy  loans  $15,000,000;  produc¬ 
tion  and  subsistence  loans  $75,000,000  (an  increase  of  $15,0CO,000  over 
1948);  salaries  and  expenses  *22,000,000  (an  increase  of  $1,000,000  over 
1948);  and  for  water  facilities  in  arid  and  soniarid  areas,  $1,750,000. 

RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION  -  $400,000,000  fcr  leans  and  $5,450,000  for  admin¬ 
istrative  expenses.  (The  Second  Deficiency  Appropriation  Act,  1948,  provides 
an  additional  amount  of  $225,000  for  1949  for  administrative  expenses  making 
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a  total  of  $5,675,000  compared  with  $5,000,000  for  1948).  AGRICULTURAL 
RESEARCH  ADH1RISTF AT ION  -  $56,974,228.  (Additional  funds  for  1949  contained 
in  Second  Deficiency  Appropriation  Act,  1948,  include*  Remount  Service,  BAI, 
$425,000;  and  Golden  Nematode  Control,  EP  Q,  $492,000.)  A  direct  appropria¬ 
tion  of  $11,500,000  is  provided  for  meat  inspection  in  lieu  of  the  $5,000,000 
working  capital  fund  provided  in  the  Agricultural  Appropriation  Act,  1948,  to 
be  reimbursed  from  fees  charged  packers.  Language  is  contained  authorizing 
the  Secretary  to  transfer  from  other  funds  of  the  Department  such  amounts  as 
may  be  necessary  for  the  eradication  of  foot-and-mouth  disease  in  Vexico. 

i 

5'ajor  items  of  increase  include*  Research  on  Agricultural  Problems  of  Alaska, 
$41,000,  together  with  $300,000  contract  authority  to  construct  buildings  and 
facilities  and  acquire  and  install  necessary  equipment  at  the  experiment  sta¬ 
tion  in  Alaska;  payments  to  'tate  experiment  stations,  $200,000;  pink  boll- 
worm  control,  $145,300;  and  disinsecting  aircraft,  $156,000.  RESEARCH  A*T) 
MARKETING  ACT  -  $13,850,000  (an  increase  of  $4,850,000  over  1948)  including 
$3,250,000  for  payments  to  States;  $3,900,000  for  utilization  research; 
$1,950,000  for  cooperative  research  other  than  utilization;  and  $4,750,000 
for  marketing  research  and  services.  FOREST  SERVICE  -  excluding  ’’fighting 
for«3t  fires”  and  Forest  Roads  and  Trails  but  including  permanent  appropria¬ 
tions,  $47,456,592  is  available  (an  increase  of  $752,500  over  1948);  for 
FOREST  ROADS  AUD  TFAIIS,  $15,050,000  (in  addition,  the  Second  Deficiency 
Appropriation  Act,  1948,  provides  $7,500,000  for  Forest  Highways  in  1949 
together  vith  a  Contract  Authorization  of  $7,500,000);  FLOOD  CONTROL, 
$6,000,000,  of  which  $1,800, OCX)  is  for  preliminary  examirationa  and 
surveys.  EXT  Eh SI OK  SERVICE,  principally  payments  to  States,  $31,498,860 
(inclining  permanent  appropriation  of  $4,704,710),  an  increase  of  $3,134,000 
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over  1948.  PRINTING  AND  BINDING,  $1, 800,000  (increase  of .$193,000  over 
1948);  I-IERARY,  *600,000  ($60,000  below  1948).  COWODITY  CREDIT  CORPORATION, 
Act  authorizes  the  use  of  $7,575,000  for  administrative  expenses  from  corp¬ 
orate  funds. 

The  Act  omits  Penalty  Vail  appropriation  in  accordance  with  Section 
307  of  Title  IT  of  the  Second  Deficiency  Appropriation  Act,  1948,  which 
repealed  Section  2(d)  of  the  Fenalty  -ail  Act  requiring  payments  by  depart¬ 
ments  into  the  Treasury  for  penalty  vail  costs. 

New  language  is  included  under  the  General  Provisions  of  the  Act  en¬ 
abling  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  authorize  the  RACC  to  reenter  an 

m 

area  or  region  where  an  economic  emergency  or  production  disaster  has 
occurred.  New  language  included  in  the  Act  limits  to  f 500, COO  the  amount 
of  Section  32  funds  which  can  be  used  in  1949  to  pay  any  subsidy,  benefit, 
or  indemnity  to  manufacturers  of,  or  dealers  in,  unsulstior  prcducts. 
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IKDEX  AND  SIWM  OF  HISTORY  OK  H.  R.  5883 


January  22,  1948 

January  26,  1948 
February  3,  1948 
March  16,  1948 

March  17,  1948 
March  18,  1948 

March  19,  1948 

April  20,  1948 
May  12,  1948 

May  13,  1948 
May  18,  1948 
May  20,  1948 
Kay  21,  1948 

May  24,  1948 
May  25,  194? 

May  26,  1948 
June  2,  1948 


The  estimates  upon  which  the  bill  is  based  are  con¬ 
tained  in  the  Budget  and  in  H#  Doc.  503* 

Hearings*  House,  H#  R.  5883,  Pt.  1# 

Hearings*  House,  K.  R.  5883*  Pt,  2, 

House  Committee  on  Appropriations  reported  H.  R.  5883, 
House  Report  1571,  Committee  prints  of  the  bill  and 
repcrt.  Print  of  the  bill  as  reported. 

House  began  debate  on  H,  R,  5883* 

House  debated  and  passed  H,  R,  5883  with  amendments. 

Remarks  of  Reps,  Miller,  Teague,  and  Brooks, 

H,  R,  5883  was  referred  to  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Appropriations.  Print  of  the  bill  as  referred. 

Hearings*  Senate,  H.  R.  5883, 

Senate  Committee  reported  H.  R,  5883  with  amendments. 
Senate  Report  1283*  Print  of  the  bill  as  reported. 

Amendment  proposed  by  Senator  Russell. 

Amendment  proposed  by  Senator  Magnus on# 

H.  R.  5883  made  unfinished  business  in  the  Senate. 

Senate  began  debate  on  H,  R.  5883# 

Amendments  proposed  by  Senators  Stewart,  Cherry  and 
Young# 

Senate  debate  continued# 

Senate  concluded  debate  and  passed  K.  R#  5883  with 
amendments • 

House  discussed  the  appoint  of  conferees. 

Rep#  Dirksen  submitted  H.  Res,  624  for  agreeing  to 
a  conference# 
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June  3,  1948 

H.  Rea.  624  was  reported  by  the  House  Rules  Committee 
House  Report  2133*  Print  of  the  Resolution  as  re¬ 
ported. 

June  4,  1948 

House  agreed  to  H.  Res.  624. 

. 

House  Conferees  appointed. 

June  11,  1948 

!  ouse  received  the  Conference  Report.  House  Report 
2321. 

June  14,  1948 

Both  Houses  agreed  to  the  Conference  Report. 

Senate  requested  further  conference.  Insisted  on 
item  in  disagreement • 

June  15,  1948 

House  agreed  to  the  Senate  amendment. 

Remarks  of  Rep.  VacKinnon. 

June  19,  1948 

Approved.  Public  law  712. 
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Division  of  Legislative  Reports 


(For  Department  staff  only) 
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HIGHLIGHTS:  House  \?nnittee  reported  agricultural  appropriation  ’bjn.l*  Rep.  Colmer 
reserved  points  of  \rdcr;  debate  to  begin  today.'  _  House  connitJrec  voted  to  table 
oleo— tax  repeal  bills\for  remainder  of  year;  Rep.  Abernethy  criticized  this  action. 
Rep*  Lemke  criticized  >alse  propaganda,  n  particularly  fren/wSDA,  on  subsidies. 

Sen.  Murray  introduced  nn^  discussed  measure  to  establish/Mis souri  River  Basin  Com¬ 
missions  .  '  ,  • 


iQ USE. 


1.  AGRICULTURAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1945,  The  Appropriations  Committee  reported 

this  bill,  H.  R«!  5833  (H.  Rept .: '1571') (bp*  3069-76).  Rep.  Colmer,  Miss.,  reserved 
all  points  of  order  on  the  bill  (p.  3070') . 

Representatives  of  the  Department  agencies  have  been  advised  in  detail  of 
the  Committee's  actions  on  the  Budget  Estimates.  Copies  of  the  bill,  report, 
and  hearings  will  be  distributed  as  soon  as  received,  pursuant  to  a  distribution 
list  chat  has  already  been  worked  out  with  the  bureaus  and  offices©  Except  in 
case  of  unavoidable  emergency,  copies  should  be  obtained  through  the  bureau 
budget  offices  rather  than  from  this  office.  General  debate  on  the  bill  is 
expected  to  begin  on  the  floor  of  the  House  to  day,  - 

At  the  end  of  this  Digest  is  a  statement,  of  the  funds  carried  in  the  bill, 
etc.,  together  with  a  summary  comparison  of  .  the  Committee  actions  with  the  1949 
Budget  estimates  and  with  total  anticipated  funds  available  in  1943, 


A.  0t^!6WAR6jLbIl'!E  TaAER.  EepTAVcrneLhy,  Miss*,  said  the  Agn culture 'Nfo nn i 1 1 ee  nac 
voted,  16-TO,  not  to  take  up  the  oleomargarine-tax  repeal  bills,  a\l  criticized 


this  action  (p*  3065): 


x 


3.  LEND-LEASE  REPORTo  Both  Houses  received  from  the  President  a  report  on  Tend- 
Ic^e  operations  from  194l  through  June  19^7  (K*  Doc.  563) (pp*  3007  j  3036 7\ 

4.  J^LANSPORTATION.  Passed  without  amendment  S.  J,  Res.  172-  continuing  through  iMjy 
the  authorization  for  Canadian  vessels  to  transport  iron  ore  between  U.  S*  ports 
on  the  great  lokes  (p*  3023). 


1 


-2- 


OLEOMARGARINE  TAXES.  The  "Daily  Digest"  states  that  the  Agriculture  Connittee 
"met  in  executive  session. , .and  voted  to  table,  all  pending  oleomargarine  bil^s 
for  the  remainder  of  the  Eightieth  Congress"  (p.  D247). 


6.  TOBACCO  TAXES.  The  Ways  and  Means  Committee  voted  to  report,  hut  did  nol 

actually  report,  H.  E,  5^45,  to  provide  for  assistance  to  States  in  c^Lecting 
sales ymd  use  taxes  on  tobacco  (p*  D24S). 


7- 


IIEWSPRINTNTARIFF.  The  Ways  and  Means  Committee  voted  to  report, 
•  actually  -report,  H»  R.  5553 »  extending  until  July  1,  1949’,  the 
« -newsprint  paper  in  small  widths  (p*  -D24&)v 


did  not 
entry  of 


SENATE 


S.  REORGAITI-ZAT-I Oil Agreed,  53-25,  to-  H.-  Oo-n*-  Res.  131»  expr-acsing  disapproval  of 
-  the*  P-re-s-ident-’s-  reorganization  plan- which  would  heave  transferred  US-ES  and  the 
Bureau  of  Employments.  Security  from-  the-  -Federal  Security  Agency  to  the  Labor  De¬ 
partment  (pp.  2931-300^).  This  action  kills  the  plf 

A 

9.  PERSONNEL.  Sens*  Danger ,\Thye,  ' and- 01  Conor  were  appointed  conferees .  on-  S.  i486, 
to  provide  for  payment  of  Salaries  covering  periods  of  Separation  from  Govern— 
fnent  service  in  th'e  case  of -Persons  improperlyyremoved  (pp.  3013“4)  •  'Tic  “  '  • 
Sena -te:  version  would  make  th'Se  provision*  retroactive  to  Jan.  1,  1947,  whereas 
the  House  version  would  make  i\  effective  with  enactment  of  the  bill.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  the  House  inserted  a  new  provision,  ifot  in  the  Senate  version,  to  permit 
the  head  of  any  department  or  ageW:y  to  yemove  summarily  any  officer  or  em-oloyee 
.  in  his  organization  on  grounds  of  hgtioj/.l  security. 

Sen.  Hickenlopper ,  l’owa,  inscrtVcj/the  President’s  recent  directive  against 
revealing  information  from  loyalty  fi/Tps,  and  he  and  Sen.  Knowland,  Calif., 
claimed  that  the  Atonic  Energy  Act  /luthS^izes  the  Joint  Committee  on  Atonic 
Energy  to  obtain  such  files  (pp. 


10.  OLEOMARGARINE  TAXES*  Sen.  Gauger,,,  Kans.  ,  iri§erted  an  editorial  from  Hoard's 
.  Dairyman  favoring  such  taxes/\p®  30Q3)* 


11.  LEGISLATIVE  PRO GRAM*  Sen.yWherry,  I-Tebr* ,  said 

delayed  until  Thurs.,  ii/view  of  the  President’s 

(p.  2921). 


BILLS  INTRODUCED 


e  on  the  tax  bill  will  be 


s sage  to  be  delivered  today 


1?«  PERSONNEL.  S.  2324,  by  Sen.  Danger,  N.Dak*,  to  grant  a.  preference  to  certain 


former  emloyeo^B- and  temporary  and  war-service-lndef initeVnoloyocs  of  the  U.S. 
in  obtaining  aTpernanent  civil-service  status.  To  Post  Office  and  Civil  Ser¬ 
vice  Committee.  '  (p«  3 003.)  ^ 

So  2335,  by  Sen.  Danger,  W.Dak. ,  to  enable  certain  formeXof ficers  0: 


)r  em¬ 


ployees  the  U. S.  separated  from,  the  service  subsequent . to  Ja^uaiy.23,  1942, 
to  ;ele-c>'  to  forfeit  their  rights'll  civil-service  retirement  annuities  and  to 


obtaiyin  lieu  thereof  returns  of  their  contributions  with  inf  ere  j 
Offiofc  and  Civil  Service  Committee.  (p0  3008.) 


To ■ Post 


PL^OD  CO FTEOL ;  PECIrAI'IAT ION.  S» J.P-'es.  197 »  "by  Sen;.  Murray,  Mont.,  -to-  establish 
ft  commission  to  report  on  the  development  and  conservation  of  the  resources  of 
/the  Mo.  -River  Basin*  To- Public  Works  Committee,  (p.  300S.)  Remarks  of  <Vthor 
explaining  the. bill  (pp.  3017-S).  • 


]4,  FOREIGN  AID,  S.  2331,  by  Son.  Smith,  H.J.,  to  urovide  for  the  special  care  and. 


feeding  of  children  by  authorised  additional  moneys  for  the  International 
dren' s  Emergency  Fund  of  the  U*H.  To  Foreign  Relations  Committee*  (p.30 


EAT 


JA L  DEFENSE.  H. Con. Res*  l6l,  "by  Rep*  Jones,  Ala*,  to  express  the  se^se  of 
s  with  respect  to  universal  service  and  total  mobilization  of  ,/intional 
in  any  future  war  in  which  the  U.S*  may  "be  engaged*  To  Aiaied  Ser¬ 
vices  ComiH.ttee*  (p*  3072*) 

ITEMS  IE  APPENDIX 


.6*  SUBSIDIES.  Extension  of  remarks  of  Rep*  Lemke,  N*Dak*,  criticizing  "false  prop¬ 
aganda — ;mch  of  it  originating  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture”  on  subsidy 


payments  to  farmers  an^inser 
to  Secretary  Anderson  onNfche 


ting  R*h,  Myers'  (Ohioy^uota  Protest  Assn.)  letter 
subject  (pp*  Al?04~' 


.7*  EXPEEDI TURNS *  Rep.  Byrnes,  Wl 
Government  to  Wisconsin  taxpayc 


inserted  higunrecent  radio  remarks  on  cost  of 
(p,  Aiyij 


.S*  ROADS.  Extension  of  remarks  of  Rep. ’Xe£?4lver,  Term.  ,  ■  explaining  his  bill,  H.R. 
5^63,  to  continue  the  Federal  Aid  RaaT^ct,  which  he  inserted  (pp*  Al720— 2)* 


9*  ELECTRIFICATION*  Rep*  Allen,  Capff.,  insc 
editorial  pointing  out 
ployment  (p«  172S). 


ed  a  Berkeley  (Calif*)  Daily  Gazette 
effect/6f  Calif*  poweSt  shortage  on  production  and  em- 


;a  MIT  TEE  HEARINGS  ATiTO^ffCMEETS  for  Mar.  17:  S.  Agricultur\and  Forestry,  Virginia 
fire— cured  tobacco;  jK  Agriculture,  oleomargarine  taxes  and  cNjjher  matters  (ex.); 

E.  Post  Office  and/Civil  Service,  federal  pay  bills;  S*  Appropriations,  Army  De¬ 
partment  civil  Sanctions;  H.  Appropriations,  deficiency,  Government  Corporations, 
Army,  and  Interior  appropriations  (ex* ) ;  E*  Public  Works,  postwar  aigh way  recon¬ 
struction.  / 


supplemental  information  and  copies  of  legislative  material  referred  to,  call 
4654  or  send  to  Room  113  Adm.  Arrangements  nay  be  made  to  be  kept  advised, 
routinely,  of  developments  on  any  particular  bill* 


—  0  — 


■AGRICULTURAL  APPROPRIATION  BILIr,  194^ 


In.  allowing  the' Budget  estimate  of 
■  Conservation  Program,  the  Committee  Included  'language  authorizing  the 
formulation  of  a  194-9  program  amounting  to  $225.»'000,Cp0',  a.  reduction  of 
$75,000,000  below  the  Budget  recommendation  for  the  1949  crop  year. 

The  Committee  Bill  contains  language  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  Agri¬ 
culture  to  fix'  the  compensation  of  not  to  axc-eed  ten  persons-, ,  without 
regard  to  'the  maximum  payable  under  the- existing  law,  to  serve,,  without 
regard  to,-  Civil  Service  laws, (  ip-  any.  ppsitions  in  the  Department. 

*  .  *  •  .  •  # 

••  '  *  '  ' 

The  House  Committee  recommended  the  following  significant  increases  over 
the  1949  Budget  estimate?:  BEA  loan  authorization  -  . $10p ,000,Q00;  SCS 
operations  -  $6,000,000;  for  eight  additional  experimental:  forests  in 
the  Delaware  basin,  Ohio,  West  Virginia,  Michigan,  Oregon,  Washington, 

, California,  and  Missouri,  and  to  strengthen  the  existing  experiment -station 
,  at  Nacogdoches ,  Texas  -  $260,000;  for  additional  agricultural  research  in 
Alaska  -  $4l,000  together  with  a  contract  authorization  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  buildings  not  t.o  exceed  $300;000;  for  additional  work  -  in  the  Bureau 
of  Plant  industry,  Soils-,  and  Agricultural  Engineering  -  on  potatoes,  and 
onions  $52,600,  and  investigations  in  rural  electrification  $31,690  (also 
authorized  moving  Plant  Industry  field  station  pt  Bard,  California,  to 
Brawley,  California,  with  contract  authorization  for  construction  not  to 
exceed  $100,000);  and  for  Market  News  Service  $4l ,000  -  $17,000  of  which 
•is -for  livestock  market  news  at,Memphi?-,  Tennessee,  $12,000  for  dairy  and  ■; 
’poultry  market  news  at  Jackson,  .Mississippi,  and  $12, 000, for  fruit  and 
vegetable  market  ne.ws  also  .at  -Jackson,  Mississippi-.-  •  • 

The  recommendations  of  the  ’Committee,  compared  with-  Budget  Estimates  are 
reflected  in  the  following  summary  statement: 


n  ’  t  •  #  ♦ 

$150, 000, 000- for  the  1948  Agricultural 


4  >i 


Summary  of  Appropriations,  1948  and  Budget  Estimates  and  House  Committee  Bill,  ig4g 

[Note. — Amounts  in  1948  column  include  all  supplemental  appropriations  to  date,  and  are  adjusted  for  com' 
parability  with  the  appropriation  structure  proposed'  in  the  1949  House-  Committee  Bill.l 
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or  Is  about  to  engage  in  any  act  or  practice 
which  constitutes  or  will  constitute  a  viola¬ 
tion  of  any  provision  of  this  title,  he  may 
make  application  to  any  Federal,  State,  or 
Territorial  court  of  competent  •  Jurisdiction, 
for  an  order  enjoining  such  act  or  practice, 
or  for  an  order  enforcing  compliance  with 
such  provision,  and  upon  a  showing  by  the 
Rent  Administrator  that  such  person  has  en¬ 
gaged  or  is  about  to  engage  in  any  such  act 
or  practice  a  permanent  or  temporary  injunc¬ 
tion,  restraining  order,  or  other  order  shall 
be  granted  without  bond.’  ” 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  make 
the  point  of  order  that  this  motion  to 
recommit  is  not  in  order  because  it  is 
the  same  material  that  was  just  voted  on 
by  the  House. 

The  SPEAKER.*  The  Chair  overrules 
the  point  of  order.  The  motion  to  re¬ 
commit  is  not  the  same  as  the  amend¬ 
ment  just  voted  upon.  The  motion  to 
recommit  does  not  go  as  far  as  the 
original  amendment. 

The  question  is  on  the  motion  to  te- 
commit  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Buchanan]. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  previous  question  on  the  motion  to 
recommit. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  to  recommit. 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  Mr.  Speaker, 
on  that  I  demand  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  refused. 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  demand  tellers. 

Tellers  were  ordered,  and  the  Speaker 
appointed  as  tellers  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  Wolcott]  and  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York  [Mr.  Marcantonio]  . 

The  House  divided;  and  the  tellers  re¬ 
ported  that  there  were — ayes  85,  noes 
189. 

So  the  motion  to  recommit  was  re¬ 
jected. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  passage  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  that 
I  demand  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken,  and  there 
were — yeas  251,  nays  132,  not  voting  48, 
as  follows; 

[Roll  No.  25] 

YEAS— 251 


Allen,  Calif. 

Brophy 

Devitt  / 

Allen,  Ill. 

Brown,  Ga. 

D’Ewart 

Allen,  La. 

Bryson 

Dirksen 

Almond 

Buckley 

Domengeaux 

Andersen, 

Burke 

Doughton 

H.  Carl 

Busbey 

Durham 

Anderson,  Calif.  Butler 

Eberharter 

Andresen, 

Byrne,  N.  Y. 

Ellis 

August  H. 

Canfield 

Elsaesser 

Andrews,  Ala. 

Cannon 

Elston 

Andrews,  N.  Y. 

Carson 

Engel,  Mich. 

Arends 

Case,  S.  Dak. 

Engle,  Calif. 

Auchlncloss 

Chapman 

Evins 

Bakewell 

Chelf  / 

Fallon 

Barrett 

Clason 

Felghan 

Bates,  Mass. 

Cole,  Kans. 

Fellows 

Beall 

Cole,  N.  Y. 

Fenton 

Beckworth 

Cooper 

Fernandez 

Bender 

Corbett 

Folger 

Bennett,  Mich. 

Coudert 

Foote 

Blackney  / 

Courtney 

Forand 

Bloom 

Cox 

Fuller 

Boggs,  Del. 

Cro6ser 

Fulton 

Boggs,  La. 

Crow 

Gamble 

Bolton 

Dague 

Garmatz 

Bonner 

Davis,  Ga. 

Gary 

Bradley 

Davis,  Wls. 

Gathings 

B/amblett 

Dawson,  Utah 

Gavin 

Brooks 

Delaney 

Gearhart 

Gillette 

Kunkel 

Price,  Fla. 

Gillie 

Landis 

Priest 

Gordon 

Lane 

Rains  — — 

Gore 

Lanham 

Ramey 

Gorskl 

Larcade 

Reed,  Ill. 

Graham 

Latham 

Rees 

Grant,  Ind. 

Lea 

Reeves 

Gregory 

LeCompte 

Regan 

Gross 

LeFevre 

Riley 

Hagen 

Lesinskl 

Robertson 

Hale 

Lewis 

Rockwell 

Hall, 

Lichtenwalter 

Rogers,  Mass. 

Leonard  W. 

Lodge 

Rohrbough 

Halleck 

Love 

Ross 

Hand 

Ludlow 

Russell 

Hardy 

Lusk 

Sadlak 

Harris 

McConnell 

Sadowski 

Hart 

McCulloch 

St.  George 

Hays 

McDonough 

Sarbacher 

Hebert 

McGarvey 

Sasscer 

Hedrick 

McMahon 

Scoblick 

Heffernan 

McMillan,  S.  C. 

Scott,  Hardie 

Hendricks 

McMillen,  Ill. 

Scott, 

Herter 

Mack 

Hugh  D.,  Jr. 

Heselton 

MacKinnon 

Seely-Brown 

Hess 

Macy 

Sheppard 

Hill 

Madden 

Sikes 

■Hinshaw 

Maloney 

Simpson,  Pa. 

Hobbs 

Mathews 

Smathers 

Hoeven 

Meade,  Md. 

Smith,  Maine 

Holmes 

Meyer 

Smith,  Va. 

Hope 

Michener 

Snyder 

Horan 

Miller,  Conn. 

Somers 

Hull 

Miller,  Md. 

Stanley 

-  Javits 

Jenkins,  Ohio 

Monroney 

Morton 

Stevenson 

Stockman 

'Johnson,  Calif. 

Muhlenberg 

Stratton 

Johnson,  Ill. 

Murdock 

Sundstrom 

Johnson,  Ind. 

Murray,  Tenn. 

Taber  / 

Johnsbn,  Tex. 

Murray,  Wis. 

Talle  / 

Jones,  Ala. 
Jones,  N.  C. 
Jones,  Wash. 

Nicholson 

Nixon 

Nodar 

Taylor,. 
Thomds,  Tex. 

Tibbott 

Judd 

Norblad 

Tollefson 

Kean 

O’Brien 

Trimble 

Kearney 

O’Hara 

Twyman 

Kearns 

Pace 

Vail 

Keating 

Patterson 

Van  Zandt 

Kee 

Phillips,  Calif. 

Vinson 

Keefe 

Phillips,  Tenn. 

Vorys  * 

Kefauver 

Ploesef  ' 

Wadsworth 

Keogh 

Plumley 

Wigglesworth 

Kerr 

Potter 

Wolcott 

Kersten,  Wis. 

Potts 

Wolverton 

Kilburn 

Poulson 

Woodruff 

Kirwan 

Preston 

Zimmerman 

NAYS— 132 

Abernethy 

Granger 

O’Konski 

Albert  '  / 

Gwynne,  Iowa 

O’Toole 

Angell 

Harless,  Ariz. 

Owens 

Arnold 

Harness,  Ind. 

Passman 

Bant% 

Harrison 

Patman 

Barden 

Harvey 

Peden 

Bates,  Ky. 

Havenner 

Peterson 

Bell 

Bennett,  Mo. 

Holifleld 

Pfeifer 

Huber 

Philbin 

Bishop 

Isacson 

Pickett 

Blatnik 

Jackson,  Calif. 

Poage 

Buchanan 

Jackson,  Wash. 

Powell 

Buck 

Jenison 

Price,  Ill. 

Buffett 

Jennings 

Rankin 

Bulwinkle 

Jensen 

Rayburn 

Burleson 

Johnson,  Okla. 

Redden 

Byrnes,  Wis. 

Jonkir.an 

Reed,  N.  Y. 

Carroll 

Karsten,  Mo. 

Rich 

Celler 

Kelley 

Rizley 

Chenoweth 

Kennedy 

Rogers.Fla. 

Church 

Kilday 

Sanborn 

Clevenger 

King 

Schwabe,  Mo. 

Coffin 

Klein 

Schwabe,  Okla 

Cole,  Mo. 

Knutson 

Scrivner 

Colmer 

Lemke 

Short 

Combs 

Lucas 

Simpson,  Ill. 

Cooley 

Lyle 

Smith,  Kans. 

Cotton 

Lynch 

Smith,  Ohio 

Cravens 

McCormack 

Smith,  Wis. 

Crawford 

McCowen 

Spence 

Cunningham 

McGregor 

Stefan 

Curtis 

Mahon 

Stigler 

Dawson,  Ill. 

Mansfield 

Teague 

Deane 

Marcantonio 

Thompson 

Dolliver 

Martin,  Iowa 

Vursell 

Dondero 

Mason 

Walter 

Donohue 

Merrow 

Weichel 

Douglas 

Miller,  Calif. 

Wheeler 

Elliott 

Miller,  Nebr. 

Whitten 

Ellsworth 

Mills 

Whittington 

Fisher 

Morgan 

Wilson,  Tex. 

Fletcher 

Morris 

Wood 

Goff 

Multer 

Worley 

Goodwin 

Norton 

Youngblood 

NOT  VOTING— 48 


Abbitt 

Fogarty 

Mundt 

Battle 

Gallagher 

Norrell 

Bland 

Gossett 

Richards, 

Boykin 

Grant,  Ala. 

Riehlmah 

Brehm 

Griffiths 

Rivers' 

Brown,  Ohio 

Gwinn,  N.  Y. 

Rooney 

Camp 

Hall. 

Sabath 

Case,  N.  J. 

Edwin  Arthur  Shafer 

Chadwick 

Hartley 

Thomas,  N.  J. 

Chiperfield 

Hoffman 

-’’Towe 

Clark 

Jarman 

'  Welch 

Clippinger 

Jenkins,  Pa, 

West 

Davis,  Tenn. 

McDowell . 

Williams 

Dingell 

Manasco 

Wilson,  Ind. 

Dorn 

Meade,  Ky. 

Winstead 

Eaton 

Mitchell 

Flannagan 

Morrison 

So  the  bill  was  passed. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following 
pairs :  / 

On  this,  vote ; 

Mr.  Case  of  New  Jersey  for,  with  Mr. 
Gossett/agaipst. 

Mr.  Jenkins  of  Pennsylvania  for,  with  Mr. 
Dingell  against. 

Mr.  Meade  of  Kentucky  for,  with  Mr.  Wil¬ 
liams  against. 

Mr.  Fogarty  for,  with  Mr.  Dorn  against. 

Mr.  Camp  for,  with  Mr.  Clippinger  against. 

Mr.  Riehlman  for,  with  Mr.  Shafer  against. 

Mr.  Rooney  for,  with  Mr.  Gwinn  of  New 
York  against. 

Mr.  Battle  for,  with  Mr.  Brehm  against. 

Mr.  Towe  for,  with  Mr.  Sabath  against. 

Additional  general  pairs: 

Mr.  Eaton  with  Mr.  Abbitt,. 

Mr.  Mitchell  with  Mr.  Winstead. 

Mr.  Brown  of  Ohio  with  Mr.  Grant  of  Ala¬ 
bama. 

Mr.  Chadwick  with  Mr.  Clark. 

Mr.  Griffiths  with  Mr,  Manasco. 

Mr.  Mundt  with  Mr.  West. 

Mr.  McDowell  with  Mr.  Jarman. 

Mr.  Chiperfield  with  Mr.  Richards. 

Mr.  Edwin  Arthur  Hall  with  Mr.  Morrison, 

Mr.  Hartley  with  Mr.  Boykin. 

Mr.  Hoffman  with  Mr.  Rivers. 

Mr.  Gallagher  with  Mr.  Davis  of  Tennessee. 

Mr.  Welch  with  Mr.  Bland. 

Mr.  Thomas  of  New  Jersey  with  Mr.  Norrell. 

Mr.  Wilson  of  Indiana  with  Mr.  Flannagan. 

Mr.  Vursell  changed  his  vote  from 
“yea”  to  “nay.” 

Mr.  Hobbs,  Mr.  Gordon,  and  Mr. 
Cannon  changed  their  votes  from  “nay” 
to  "yea.” 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced 
as  above  recorded. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  Members 
may  have  five  legislative  days  in  which 
to  extend  their  remarks  in  the  Record 
•  on  the  bill  just  passed. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  -the  gentleman  from 
Michigan? 

There  was  nonobjection. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE  APPRO¬ 
PRIATION  BILL,  1949 

Mr.  DIRKSEN,  from  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations,  reported  the  bill  (H.  R. 
5883)  making  appropriations  for  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture — exclusive  of 
the  Farm  Credit  Administration — for 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1949,  and 
for  other  purposes  (Rept.  No.  1571), 
which  was  read  a  first  and  second  time, 
and,  with  the  accompanying  papers,  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
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House  on  the  State  of  the  Union  and  or¬ 
dered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  COLMER  reserved  all  points  of  or¬ 
der  on  the  bill. 

\  EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  GROSSER  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Record  in  connection  with  a  bill  he  in¬ 
troduced  to  amend  the  Railroad  Unem¬ 
ployment  Insturance  Act,  as  amended. 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  extend  his  re¬ 
marks  in  the  Record  and  include  extra¬ 
neous  material. 

Mr.  KLEIN  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Record  in  three  instances* 

Mr.  MULTER  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Klein)  was  given  permission  to  extend 
his  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  a 
newspaper  article. 

Mr.  McGREGOR.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio  [Mr.  BrehmI  be  permitted  to 
extend  his  remarks  in  the  Record  and  in¬ 
clude  an  article  by  Felix  Morley.  The 
gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Brehm]  has 
been  informed  by  the  Public  Printer  that 
this  will  exceed  two  pages  of  the  Record 
and  will  cost  $189.34,  but  I  ask  that  it  be 
printed  notwithstanding  that  fact. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection, 
notwithstanding  the  cost,  the  extension 
may  be  made. 

There  was  no  objection. 

[The  matter  referred  to  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unan¬ 
imous  consent  to  address  the  House  for 
1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  ‘request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota? 

There  was  no  objection. 

UNITED  NATIONS 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Speaker,  three  times 
in  the  last  3  years  the  gentleman  from 
Arkansas  [Mr.  Hays!  and  I  have  intro¬ 
duced  resolutions  trying  to  get  our  Gov¬ 
ernment  to  move  consistently  and  vigor¬ 
ously  in  the  direction  of  determining  an 
over-all,  positive,  consistent  foreign 
policy  that  is  bipartisan  and  works 
toward  strengthening  the  United  Nations 
so  that  the  great  load  that  our  country 
is  called  upon  to  carry  in  this  world 
emergency  can  be  spread  to  the  mass  of 
mankind  and  the  bulk  of  nations  who 
want  to  have  freedom  and  security.  The 
world  put  its  faith  in  the  United  Nations 
but  unfortunately  as  it  has  worked  out, 
some  of  the  structures  and  provisions  of 
the  United  Nations  have  been  used  by  cer¬ 
tain  nations  to  block  peace  rather  than 
to  make  peace.  That  is  an  intolerable 
situation.  We  must  get  the  United  Na¬ 
tions  revised  so  that  it  can  become  a 
workable  instrument  that  the  peaceful 
nations  of  the  world  can  use  to  make 
peace,  not  one  that  the  nonpeaceful 
nations  can  use  to  block  peace.  Twelve  of 
our  colleagues,  six  Republicans  and  six 
Democrats,  have  also  introduced  this 
resolution.  We  commend  it  to  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  House  for  their  careful  study 
and  support. 


PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  HAYES.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unan- 
|  imous  consent  to  address  the  House  for 
j  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ar¬ 
kansas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

UNITED  NATIONS 

Mr.  HAYS.  Mr.  Speaker,  again  I  am 
happy  to  join  my  friend  the  gentleman 
from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Judd]  in  the  intro¬ 
duction  of  this  resolution,  which  we  be¬ 
lieve  will  lead  to  the  strengthening  of  our 
best  hope,  the  United  Nations.  At  an 
appropriate  time  I  hope  to  discuss  in  de¬ 
tail  in  behalf  of  my  colleagues,  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Rich¬ 
ards],  the  gentleman  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
Jarman],  the  gentleman  from  Montana 
[Mr.  Mansfield],  the  gentleman  from 
Mississippi  [Mr.  Colmer],  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Byrne],  and  the 
gentleman  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Ke- 
fauver],  the  hopes  we  have  for  achieving 
a  firm  peace  in  the  world  through  the 
instrumentality  described  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  JuddJ. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr,  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
sissippi? 

There  was  no  objection. 

UNITED  NATIONS 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  join  my 
distinguished  colleague,  the  gentleman 
from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Judd]  and  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Hays],  in 
the  introduction  of  this  very  important 
and  far-reaching  resolution.  For  more 
than  2  years  now  I,  too,  have  been  advo¬ 
cating  a  strong  policy  in  dealing  with 
this  matter.  I  am  particularly  inter¬ 
ested  in  this  resolution,  because  it  pro¬ 
vides  the  machinery  to  prevent  the  use 
of  the  veto  by  one  nation  to  prevent 
world  peace. 

Mr.  Speaker,  in  this  connection,  on 
yesterday  I  was  given  permission  to  ex¬ 
tend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  on  an¬ 
other  matter  but  inadvertently  handed 
the  Clerk  this  particular  resolution.  I 
did  not  intend  to  introduce  this  res¬ 
olution  at  that  time  and  take  any 
advantage  of  my  colleague.  I  now 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  original 
resolution  which  I  did  intend  to  include 
in  my  remarks,  a  resolution  dealing  with 
an  entirely  different  matter,  may  be  in¬ 
serted  in  the  Record,  and  that  the  other 
resolution  be  expunged. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
sissippi? 

There,  was  no  objection. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  MUHLENBERG.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute  and  revise  and  ex¬ 
tend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn¬ 
sylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 


THE  UNITED  NATIONS  AND  PEACE 

Mr.  MUHLENBERG.  Mr.  Speaker,  we 
are  all  deeply  concerned  in  efforts  to 
establish  peace  in  the  world.  There  are 
only  three  ways  today  when  one  nation, 
and  one  alone,  threatens  peace:  The  first 
is  that  advocated  by  Henry  Wallace  and 
his  supporters — the  idea  that  we  shall 
give  in  to  the  Russian  bear  for  what  it 
wants,  depending  on  the  Red  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Russia  to  work  for  the  good  of 
mankind;  or  another  plan  is  now  being 
followed  in  part  by  certain  western 
European  countries — a  defensive  alliance 
of  material  and  men — a  strengthening 
of  all  national  resources  in  a  determina¬ 
tion  for  survival  at  all  costs;  or  a  third 
plan — that  of  strengthening  a  world  alli¬ 
ance  of  like-minded  powers  determined 
that  by  their  might  and  their  combined 
good  will  peace  and  opportunity  for  the 
common  man  may  be  engendered  all  over 
the  world.  I  am  for  the  third  plan — 
which  is  the  one  proposed  here  today. 

I  believe  the  American  people  want  the 
United  Nations  to  succeed.  I  believe 
they  are  bitterly  disappointed  that  their 
dreams  of  peace  have  not  yet  been  real¬ 
ized;  also,  that  they  are  prepared  to 
sacrifice  heavily  to  forward  the  realiza¬ 
tion.  Long  ago  we  came  to  understand 
that  a  minority  voice,  or  even  a  single 
voice,  in  the  UN  councils  has  become 
the  vote  that  has  stopped  action,  and  we 
want  obstructive  tactics  checkmated.  It 
will  not  be  done  except  with  a  new  arm¬ 
ing  of  public  opinion  within  the  council. 
So  we  suggest  a  new  strengthening  of 
the  voice  and  the  judgment  and  the 
power  of  UN — the  voice  by  creation  of 
a  new  agreement  that  prevents  negation 
by  a  siqgle  vote;  the  judgment  by  a  new 
majority  opinion  that  will  overrule;  the 
power  by  a  new  UN  police  force  that  con¬ 
tains  world-wide  and  volunteer  elements 
of  strength. 

How  much  better  it  is  to  do  this  within 
existing  framework  than  to  abandon 
what  has  gone  before  and  start  anew. 
It  can  be  done.  The  scheme  already 
suggested  by  my  most  distinguished  col¬ 
leagues,  revises  and  supplements  work 
that  started  in  1920  under  President  Wil¬ 
son,  for  which  at  that  time  the  world  was 
not  ready,  but  which  now  is  being  ear¬ 
nestly  prayed  for  all  over  the  world — 
even  I  believe  in  the  minds  of  the  down¬ 
trodden  little  Russians.  It  says  to  ag¬ 
gressors  and  to  those  who  believe  in 
ruthless  domination  over  the  will  of  the 
people — “Thou  shalt  not.” 

I  earnestly  commend  the  plan  to  the 
administration.  It  is  a  prerequisite  to 
any  plan  for  the  rehabilitation  of  west¬ 
ern  Europe  for  fear  of  consequences,  of 
failure  must  be  changed  to  hope  of  suc¬ 
cess;  it  takes  advantage  of  the  knowledge 
of  the  workings  of  international  agree¬ 
ments  that  we  have  painfully  acquired 
over  the  past  years;  it  is  practical  and 
offers  cooperation  all  over  the  world. 

And  if  it  does  not  work  fully^if  never¬ 
theless  we  are  committed  to  heavy  ma¬ 
terial  expense,  we  can  know  that  the 
free  hand  of  fellowship  has  been  offered 
and  rejected,  and  it  will  put  the  heavy 
finger  of  moral  responsibility  for  peace 
on  the  one  nation  that  refuses — and  it 


NOTICE. — This  report  is  given  out  subject  to  release  when  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  bill  which  it  accompanies  has  been  completed  by 
the  whole  committee.  Please  check  on  such  action  before  release  in 
order  to  be  advised  of  any  changes. 
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March  16,  1948. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State 
of  the  Union  and  ordered  to  be  printed 

— 

Mr.  Dirksen,  from  the  Committee  on  Appropriations,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT 

[To  accompany  H.  R. - ] 

The  Committee  on  Appropriations  presents  herewith  the  bill  making 
appropriations  for  the  Department  of  Agriculture  (exclusive  of  the 
Farm  Credit  Administration)  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1949. 

The  estimates  upon  which  the  bill  is  based  are  contained  in  the 
Budget  on  pages  261  to  399,  and  in  House  Document  No.  503  of  the 
present  session. 

The  bill  carries  a  total  of  $543,421,453  in  direct  appropriations, 
which  sum  is  $89,105,198  below  the  total  of  direct  appropriations 
for  the  fiscal  year  1948.  It  is  $91,911,027  below  the  budget  estimate 
for  direct  appropriations  for  1949.  This  decrease  is  offset,  however, 
by  an  increase  of  $65,000,000  in  the  category  of  transfer  of  appropria¬ 
tions.  This  sum  is  transferred  under  the  provisions  of  the  bill  from 
the  permanent  appropriation  “Exportation  and  domestic  consumption 
of  agricultural  commodities,”  known  as  “section  32  funds,”  and  is 
made  available  for  the  school-lunch  program.  The  Budget  having 
proposed  a  direct  appropriation  of  $65,000,000  for  this  program,  that 
sum  is  of  course  incorporated  in  the  above-mentioned  decrease  in 
direct  appropriations  of  $91,911,027.  The  net  decrease  effected  by 
the  bill  is,  therefore,  the  difference  between  the  decrease  of  $91,91 1,027 
in  direct  appropriations  and  the  increase  of  $65,000,000  in  transfers,  or 
$26,911,027. 


1  Exclusive  of  the  Farm  Credit  Administration. 
72529—48 - 1 
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REA  LOAN  AUTHORIZATION 

The  bill  proposes  an  authorization  of  $400,000,000  in  REA  loans  to 
be  borrowed  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury’when  needed  to  pay 
for  construction  in  connection  with  projects  under  the  REA  program. 
This  sum  is  $175,000,000  more  than  the  amount  authorized  for  1948 
and  it  is  $100,000,000  above  the’ amount  requested  in  the  budget.  In 
the  light  of  the  expenditure  record  under  REA  loan  authorizations 
to  date,  it  is  not  likely  that  much,  if  any,  of  the  $400,000,000  author¬ 
ized  in  this  bill  will  be  expended  during  the  fiscal  year  1949,  although 
it  may  be  committed  to  the  cooperatives  under  loan  contracts. 
This  aspect  of  the  REA  loan  authorizations  is  discussed  more  fully  in 
the  subsequent  text  of  this  report  under  the  caption  “Rural  Electri¬ 
fication  Administration.” 

PERMANENT  APPROPRIATIONS 

The  President’s  budget  indicates  a  total  of  $146,327,127  of  funds' 
which  will  be  available  under  the  several  permanent  appropriations 
for  the  fiscal  year  1949,  a  decrease  of  $14,000,000  under  the  comparable 
amount  for  1948.  The  principal  permanent  appropriation  is  that  for 
the  “Exportation  and  domestic  consumption  of  agricultural  commodi¬ 
ties,”  known  as  “section  32  funds.”  Thirty  percent  of  the  customs 
receipts  for  the  last  previous  calendar  year  is  the  amount  permanently 
appropriated  each  year  by  the  law  and  made  available  to  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Agriculture  for  the  purposes  specified  in  the  act.  For  1948 
this  appropriation  was  $149,023,930;  for  1949  the  amount  is  $135,- 
000,000.  The  President’s  budget  sets  up  an  expenditure  of  $44,000,- 
000  of  the  section  32  funds  and  submits  language  rescinding  and  cover¬ 
ing  back  into  the  Treasury  the  balance  of  $91,000,000  of  this  perma¬ 
nent  appropriation.  The  committee  has  stricken  out  the  language 
submitted  in  the  budget  relating  to  the  rescission  of  the  $91,000,000, 
thus  leaving  undisturbed  this  permanent  appropriation  made  by  other 
law  in  the  amount  of  $135,000,000.  The  committee  has  then  trans¬ 
ferred  $65,000,000  of  this  appropriation  to  the  appropriation  carried 
elsewhere  in  the  bill  for  the  school-lunch  program.  This  will  leave 
$70,000,000  available  for  section  32  purposes,  an  increase  of  $26,000,- 
000  above  the  amount  set  up  in  the  budget. 

AUTHORIZATION  FOR  ADMINISTRATIVE  EXPENSES 

The  bill  carries  aD  authorization  of  $7,575,000  for  administrative 
expenses  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  payable  from  cor¬ 
poration  funds.  This  is  the  amount  estimated  by  the  budget  and  is 
$875,000  below  the ‘amount  authorized  for  the  same  purpose  for  the 
fiscal  year  1948. 

TRUST  FUNDS 

The  Department  administers  each  year  the  expenditure  of  very 
substantial  amounts  in  trust  for  various  contributors  or  beneficiaries. 
An  example  is  the  trust  fund  of  $4,500,000  contributed  to  the  Forest 
Service  by  private  owners  of  forest  lands  situated  within  the  boundaries 
of  the  national  forests.  These  contributions  are  to  enable  the  Forest 
Service  to  include  these  privately  owned  lands  within  their  programs 
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of  forest-fire  prevention  and  other  activities  for  the  protection  of  the 
national  forests.  Another  example  is  the  trust  fund  of  more  than 
$4,000,000  in  deposits  made  by  the  owners  of  farm  products  to  cover 
the  cost  of  inspection  and  grading  of  such  products.  The  total  of 
all  trust  funds  estimated  to  be  available  for  the  fiscal  year  1948  is 
$22,904,985;  and  for  1949  it  is  $21,040,522. 

The  following  summary  table  sets  out  the  data  discussed  in  the 
above  text: 


Item 

1948 

Budget  esti¬ 
mates,  1949 

Committee 
bill  for  1949 

Increase  (+)  or  decrease 
(— ),  committee  bill  com¬ 
pared  with— 

Appropria¬ 
tions,  1948 

Budget  esti¬ 
mates,  1949 

Direct  appropriations.. . . 

$632, 526, 651 

$635, 332,  480 

$543, 421, 453 

— $89, 105, 198 

-$91,911, 027 

Transfer  of  appropriation,  for 

school-lunch  program 1 _ 

65, 000, 000 

65, 000, 000 

+65, 000, 000 

697, 526, 651 
55, 327, 127 

635, 332, 480 
55,327,127 

fins  49!  3 AS 

-26,911,027 
+26, 000, 00 

Permanent  appropriations  (net)  3... 

81,327,127 

+26, 000, 000 

Loan  authorization  (REA) _ 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation 

225, 000, 000 

300, 000, 000 

400, 000, 000 

+175, 000, 000 

+100, 000, 000 

(administrative  expenses  from 
Corporation  funds) . . .  ... 

(8, 450, 000] 

[7,575,000] 

[7, 575, 000] 

875, 000] 

i  From  permanent  appropriation  “Exportation  and  domestic  consumption  of  agricultural  commodities” 
(known  as  “sec.  32  funds”). 

3  See  table,  “Permanent  appropriations”  on  p.  50. 


Detailed  tables  of  the  several  classes  referred  to  in  the  above  sum¬ 
mary  may  be  found  on  pages  38  to  52. 

ACTION  OF  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  THE  PARTICULAR  ITEMS  OF  BUDGET 

INCREASES  OR  DECREASES 

On  pages  32  to  37  will  be  found  a  list  of  the  several  individual  items 
of  budget  increases  and  decreases  and  the  recommendations  of  the 
Committee  with  respect  thereto. 

secretary’s  office 

The  budget  has  requested  an  appropriation  of  $2,083,000  for  the 
Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture.  The  committee  has  allowed 
$2,033,000  or  a  reduction  of  $50,000.  The  committee  was  impressed 
with  the  statement  made  by  the  Secretary  concerning  the  losses  of 
personnel  in  many  of  the  higher  grades  where  the  duties  of  the  position 
require  abilities  and  experience  of  a  very  high  order.  The  Secretary 
reported  that  he  is  constantly  losing  personnel  in  this  category  because 
the  incumbents  receive  offers  from  private  industry  which  are  so 
greatly  in  excess  of  the  salaries  the  Department  can  pay  under  the 
limitations  of  the  Classification  Act  that  the  employees  to  whom  these 
offers  come  cannot,  in  justice  to  themselves  and  their  families,  decline. 
The  Secretary  reported  that  he  would  not  necessarily  need  to  offer 
as  great  remuneration  as  could  be  had  in  private  industry,  since  many 
of  the  employees  and  officers  have  a  predilection  for  Government 


4  AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1949 


service  and  would  remain  even  at  some  sacrifice.  In  recent  years 
however,  the  Secretary  reports  that  the  gap  between  Government 
pay  and  pay  in  private  industry  has  widened  so  greatly  that  many 
employees  feel  they  cannot  indulge  their  preference  to  remain  in  the 
Government.  To  afford  the  Secretary  some  relief  in  this  quarter  the 
committee  has  included  in  the  bill  the  followipg  provision: 

Within  the  funds  available  to  the  Department,  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  may 
fix  the  compensation  of  not  to  exceed  ten  persons  without  regard  to  the  maximum 
payable  under  existing  law  to  serve,  without  regard  to  civil-service  laws,  in  any 
positions  in  the  Department. 

PENALTY  MAIL 

The  budget  estimate  for  penalty  mail  is  in  the  sum  of  $3,748,000,  an 
increase  of  $262,000  above  the  appropriation  for  1948.  Of  this 
increase  $252,870  is  to  cover  the  increased  cost  to  the  Post  Office 
Department  of  handling  penalty  mail  of  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture.  The  rate  per  thousand  pieces  for  such  mail  for  the  current  year 
is  $18.60.  The  Post  Office  Department  has  advised  that  for  the  fiscal 
year  1949  the  rate  will  be  increased  to  $20  per  thousand  pieces.  An 
increase  of  $9,130  is  submitted  to  meet  the  cost  of  additional  mailings 
incident  to  numerous  increases  proposed  in  the  1949  estimates  for 
various  bureaus  and  services  of  the  Department  .  The  experience  and 
observations  of  the  subcommittee  holding  hearings  on  this  bill,  bears 
out  the  conclusion  that  the  Penalty  Mail  Act  serves  no  useful  purpose, 
saves  no  money;  on  the  contrary,  increases  the  cost  to  the  Government 
of  handling  official  mail  and  that  the  act  should  be  repealed.  The 
subcommittee  has  ordered  that  a  bill  be  drafted  for  introduction 
repealing  the  act  of  June  28,  1944,  otherwise  known  as  the  Penalty 
Mail  Act.  The  committee  expresses  the  hope  that  Congress  will  act 
favorably  upon  the  bill.  It  has  eliminated  the  appropriation  for 
penalty  mail  in  this  bill,  and  it  will  not  be  needed  if  the  proposed 'repeal 
legislation  is  enacted. 

RESEARCH  AND  MARKETING  ACT  OF  1946 

The  1948  appropriation  for  carrying  out  the  Research  and  Market¬ 
ing  Act  of  1946  is  in  the  sum  of  $9,000,000.  The  budget  has  estimated 
$19,000,000  for  the  fiscal  year  1949,  being  the  full  amount  authorized  i 
in  the  act  for  the  second  year  of  operations.  The  committee  has  ] 
approved  a  total  of  $12,000,000,  the  increase  of  $3,000,000  being  for  ] 
distribution  and  marketing  research  authorized  by  title  II  of  the  act.  j 
The  emphasis  of  the  bill  on  the  distribution  and  marketing  research 
represented  by  the  committee’s  approval  of  the  budget  increase  of 
$3,000,000  for  this  phase  of  the  work  reflects  the  committee’s  under¬ 
standing  that  such  emphasis  was  in  the  minds  of  the  legislative  com¬ 
mittee  which  drew  the  act.  Research  under  the  other  divisions  of 
the  act  namely,  (1)  for  payments  to  the  State  experiment  stations, 
(2)  for  research  on  utilization  and  associated  problems  under  section 
10  (a)  of  said  act  and  for  cooperative  research  other  than  research  on 
utilization  under  section  10  (b)  of  the  act,  has  been  continued  by  the 
committee  for  1949  at  the  same  levels  for  which  appropriations  have 
been  made  for  the  current  fiscal  year.  In  view  of  the  late  date  of 
approval  of  the  current  appropriation  act,  which  was  July  30,  1947, 
because  of  which,  as  well  as  because  the  current  year  is  the  ‘first  year* 
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of  operations,  the  projects  are  not  even  at  this  date,  all  of  them  well 
under  way.  It  is  the  belief  of  the  committee  that  it  is  in  the  long-time 
interest  of  the  research  program,  and  in  the  interest  of  efficiency  and 
economy  that  no  further  increase  in  the  appropriations  for  these 
activities  should  be  made  until  after  a  full  year  of  operations.  It  is 
the  conviction  of  the  committee  that,  a  year  hence,  a  much  more 
intelligent  and  more  fruitful  research  program  can  be  planned  and 
appropriated  for  at  the  levels  contemplated  in  the  authorizing  act 
than  would  be  the  case  in  planning  for  such  a  large  program  at  this 
date.  One  needs  but  to  read  the  hearings  to  realize  what  a  far-flung 
activity  was  initiated  by  the  Hope-Flannagan  Act.  The  committee 
believes  that,  if  carefully  planned  and  not  too  rapidly  expanded,  the 
program  of  research  provided  by  the  Act  referred  to  will  have  proven 
to  be  one  of  the  greatest  pieces  of  work  for  the  advancement  of  Ameri¬ 
can  agriculture. 

OFFICE  OF  THE  SOLICITOR 

The  budget  estimate  of  $2,124,500  for  the  Office  of  the  Solicitor 
represents  an  increase  of  $41,500  above  the  appropriation  for  the  fiscal 
year  1948.  The  committee  made  a  very  substantial  reduction  in  this 
Office  a  year  ago  with  a  view  of  forcing  the  needed  adjustment  in 
organizational  structure  to  enable  the  accomplishment  of  all  essential 
functions  at  reduced  costs.  The  Solicitor  has  reported  very  substan¬ 
tial  progress  in  that  direction  but  the  committee  believes  more  good 
work  can  be  done  in  this  field  and  to  that  end  lias  made  a  further  re¬ 
duction  of  $100,000  under  the  budget  estimate  of  $2,124,500. 

OFFICE  OF  INFORMATION 

The  committee  has  reported  the  budget  request  of  $580,000  for 
salaries  and  expenses  in  the  Office  of  Information.  This  represents  a 
cut  of  but  $164  under  the  amount  appropriated  for  1948,  the  reduction 
being  made  merely  for  the  purpose  of  rounding  out  the  appropriation 
figure. 

Printing  and  binding. ; — The  1948  appropriation  for  printing  and 
binding  is  $1,607,000.  The  budget  estimate  for  1949  is  $1,857,000,  an 
increase  of  $250,000.  The  committee  has  allowed  $1,800,000.  The 
budget  increase  of  $250,000  represents  the  following  submissions: 
Job  work  and  binding,  $30,000;  research  and  technical  bulletins, 
$110,000;  farmers’  bulletins,  $110,000.  The  budget  carries  the 
customary  allotment  for  printing  and  binding  the  Yearbook  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  which  will  provide  400  copies  for  each  Member  of  the  House 
and  550  for  each  Senator.  This  yearbook  is  to  be  on  the  subject  of 
“Trees”  and  deliveries  will  probably  not  be  made  until  toward  the 
end  of  the  fiscal  year  1949.  The  title  of  the  yearbook  for  which  appro¬ 
priations  were  made  last  year  is  “Grass.”  This  book  will  begin  to 
come  off  the  press  for  delivery  to  House  and  Senate  Members  about 
June  15  of  this  year  and  will  be  distributed  to  the  Members  of  the 
House  and  Senate  at  the  same  ratio  as  above  indicated  for  next  year’s 
yearbook. 

LIBRARY 

The  budget  estimate  of  $660,000  for  the  library  is  in  the  same 
amount  as  the  appropriation  for  the  fiscal  year  1948.  The  committee 
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has  reduced  the  estimate  by  $60,000,  leaving  an  appropriation  for 
1949  of  $600,000.  The  committee  believes  this  reduction  can  be 
met  by  the  exercise  of  a  better  selectivity  in  the  acquisition  of  publica¬ 
tions  on  the  subject  of  agriculture.  Undoubtedly  some  of  the  matter 
now  included  in  the  acquisition  program  can  be  dispensed  with  without 
real  loss  to  the  reservoir  of  agriculture  knowledge. 

BUREAU  OF  AGRICULTURAL  ECONOMICS 

Economic  investigations. — The  1948  appropriation  for  economic 
investigations  is  in  the  sum  of  $1,988,500,  and  the  budget  has  esti¬ 
mated  the  same  amount  for  the  fiscal  year  1949.  The  committee 
has  reduced  the  estimate  to  the  sum  of  $1,900,000  representing  a 
reduction  under  the  budget  of  $88,500.  The  present  Chief  of  this 
Bureau  has  made  an  excellent  record  during  his  incumbency  and, 
under  reduced  appropriations,  has  reorganized  his  staff  in  such  manner 
as  to  give  the  Department  of  Agriculture  generally  very  adequate 
service  in  the  field  of  agriculture  economy.  The  committee  has  con¬ 
fidence  in  his  ability  to  absorb  this  small  additional  reduction  without 
impairment  to  the  service. 

Crop  and  livestock  estimates. — The  committee  has  recommended 
the  budget  estimate  of  $2,375,400  for  crop  and  livestock  estimates, 
which  is  the  amount  appropriated  for  1948.  The  committee  regards 
the  statistical  work  done  under  this  appropriation  as  being  of  primary 
importance  to  the  work  of  the  entire  Department  and  feels  sure  that 
the  Bureau  will  carry  on  under  the  appropriation  provided  at  its 
usual  efficient  level. 

OFFICE  OF  FOREIGN  AGRICULTURAL  RELATIONS 

The  1948  appropriation  for  the  Office  of  Foreign  Agricultural  Rela¬ 
tions  is  in  the  sum  of  $503,000.  The  budget  has  requested  an  increase 
of  $11,700  for  within-grade  salary  advancements,  otherwise  the  work 
to  be  carried  on  in  1949  as  in  1948.  The  committee  has  reported  the 
1948  amount,  namely  $503,000,  which  will  necessitate  the  absorption 
of  the  in-grade  promotions.  The  committee  believes  this  office  will 
be  able  to  absorb  its  increases  without  impairment  to  the  service 
rendered.  It  is  the  committee’s  information  that  much  of  the  work 
being  done  abroad  is  now  being  done  out  of  the  allotments  from  the 
Research  and  Marketing  Act,  which  will  give  this  office  some  slack, 
out  of  which  to  absorb  the  committee’s  reduction. 

EXTENSION  SERVICE 

Payments  to  States. — The  budget  estimate  for  payment  to  States  is  in 
the  sum  of  $22,966,950  which  is  an  increase  of  $134,000  above  the 
1948  amount.  This  increase  is  to  bring  the  allotment  of  Puerto  Rico 
from  the  current  sum  of  $274,000  to  the  aggregate  of  $408,000.  The 
latter  amount  is  the  total  of  the  authorization  which  was  due  to  be 
reached  in  the  fiscal  year  1947.  The  statutory  step-ups  for  Puerto 
Rico  have  been  presented  by  the  budget  in  past  years  in  accordance 
with  the  schedule  provided  in  the  act.  The  Congress  has  not  always 
appropriated  the  full  amount  of  the  authorization,  but  the  amount 
carried  in  this  bill  will  complete  the  schedule  of  step-ups  for  this  item. 
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The  committee  was  advised  again  this  year  as  it  has  been  in  former 
years  of  the  serious  economic  conditions  obtaining  among  the  popula¬ 
tion  of  more  than  two  million  people  in  this  island  where  the  standards 
of  living  are  notably  inadequate.  Food  is  the  primary  need  in  Puerto 
Rico  and  intensification  of  the  Extension  Service  there  is  believed  to 
afford  hope  that  a  more  adequate  food  supply  will  result. 

AGRICULTURAL  RESEARCH  ADMINISTRATION 
OFFICE  OF  ADMINISTRATOR 

The  committee  has  approved  the  budget  estimate  of  $406,300  for 
the  Office  of  Administrator,  Agricultural  Research  Administration. 
This  represents  a  net  decrease  of  $75,200  under  the  appropriation  for 
1948.  The  net  decrease  mentioned  consists  of  decreases  totaling 
$89,200  for  nonrecurring  1948  items  in  connection  with  repairs  of 
facilities  and  replacement  of  worn-out  farm  and  other  equipment; 
offset  by  an  increase  for  1949  of  $14,000  for  repairs  to  certain  service 
buildings  at  the  Agricultural  Research  Center  at  Beltsville,  Md. 

SPECIAL  RESEARCH  FUND 

The  committee  has  approved  the  budget  estimate  of  $1,230,000  for 
the  Special  Research  Fund.  The  budget  estimate  represents  increases 
totaling  $50,000,  of  which  $17,000  is  for  the  replacement  of  worn-out 
farm  and  other  equipment  at  special  research  laboratories.  Five 
thousand  dollars  is  for  construction  of  a  seed  and  equipment  storage 
building  at  the  soybean  laboratory,  $5,000  is  for  construction  of  an 
incinerator  at  the  animal-disease  laboratory,  and  $23,000  is  for  con¬ 
structing  a  poultry  house  at  the  regional  poultry  laboratory  at  East 
Lansing,  Mich.  It  is  worthy  of  note  that  the  budget  estimate  repre¬ 
sents  a  decrease  of  $23,000  on  account  of  the  discontinuance  of  certain 
projects  concerned  with  research  on  special  problems  basic  to  agri¬ 
culture. 

RESEARCH  ON  STRATEGIC  AND  CRITICAL  AGRICULTURAL  MATERIALS 

The  committee  has  allowed  the  budget  estimate  of  $349,000  for 
research  on  strategic  and  critical  agricultural  materials.  This  research 
is  directed  primarily  toward  the  production  of  natural  rubber  in  or 
near  the  United  States.  Headquarters  for  this  research  have  been 
continued  at  Salinas,  Calif.  A  program  of  laboratory  and  green¬ 
house  research  is  under  way  on  factors  affecting  growth  and  rubber 
accumulation  in  guayule.  Plantings  have  been  made  of  wild  and 
selected  strains  of  guayule  for  comprehensive  plant-improvement 
studies.  .Plant-improvement  studies  on  kok-saghyz  are  under  way 
in  cooperation  with  the  Oregon  Agricultural  Experiment  Station. 
Investigations  are  being  conducted  in  cooperation  with  Stanford 
University  to  determine  hereditary  factors  which  influence  growth 
and  rubber  accumulation  in  guayule.  In  cooperation  with  the  Cali¬ 
fornia  Institute  of  Technology  studies  are  being  made  of  the  synthesis 
of  rubber  in  plants.  Nursery  plantings  have  been  established  to 
produce  .plants  for  spring  plantings  for  field  studies  of  factors  affecting 
rubber  production  in  guayule. 
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AGRICULTURAL  RESEARCH  IN  ALASKA 

Last  year  the  committee  recommended  and  the  Congress  approved 
an  appropriation  of  $144,940  for  the  initiation  of  a  broad  program  of 
agricultural  research  in  Alaska.  The  committee  believed  that  the 
Territory  of  Alaska  had  become,  and  would  for  a  very  long  time  remain 
an  important  link  in  the  chain  of  our  national  security.  It  was 
authoritatively  reported  to  the  committee  by  the  military  authorities 
having  jurisdiction  of  the  subject  matter  that,  of  the  agricultural 
products  used  by  the  armed  forces  in  Alaska,  a  very  small  percentage 
was  locally  grown.  The  Alaska-grown  products  used  constitute  but 
about  15  percent  of  the  total  of  such  products  required  there  by  the 
military  arm.  A  group  of  research  scientists  of  the  Department  had 
spent  the  previous  summer  in  Alaska  investigating,  at  the  direction  of 
the  committee,  the  agricultural  potentialities  of  that  region.  This 
group  had  reported  to  us  that  the  agricultural  land  there  was  ample  i 
to  increase  production  far  beyond  the  Army  requirements  in  the 
category  of  crops  already  being  produced  in  Alaska.  They  advised,  I 
however,  that  the  local  soil  and  climatic  factors  were  fruitful  of  very 
serious  problems  which  only  a  well-laid-out,  long-time  plan  of  funda¬ 
mental  research  could  be  expected  to  cope  with.  Dairy  farming  has 
already  been  developed  to  a  very  respectable  scale,  but  there  are  ! 
almost  unlimited  potentialities  for  its  expansion.  The  white  potato 
is  produced  there  in  great  abundance  and  is  of  very  high  quality. 
Leaf  crops,  such  as  cabbage,  lettuce,  broccoli,  celery,  Brussels  sprouts, 
and  the  like  are  also  successfully  and  profitably  grown.  Most  of  the 
root  crops,  such  as  carrots,  beets,  turnips,  onions,  and  many  others  are 
also  grown  in  abundance.  Some  of  the  small  fruits,  such  as  straw¬ 
berries  and  raspberries  are  also  grown  for  the  market.  Experiments 
have  indicated  the  possibility  of  production  of  some  of  the  small  grains  i 
if  varieties  suitable  to  the  soil  and  climate  can  be  developed,  and 
much  success  has  been  had  in  this  field.  Corn  of  course,  cannot  be 
grown  in  this  northern  latitude,  but  the  dairy  farmers  produce  ex¬ 
cellent  hay  and  ensilage  from  a  mixed  growth  of  oats  and  Canadian 
peas.  Enough  has  been  done  to  date  to  demonstrate  great  poten¬ 
tialities  for  agriculture  in  Alaska  if  proper  technical  guidance  and 
research  are  applied  to  the  problem.  The  limiting  factor  of  trans¬ 
portation  cost  puts  Alaska  very  definitely  out  of  the  equation,  for 
the  present  and  probably  for  a  long  time  to  come,  of  production  for 
the  world  market.  It  is  important,  however,  both  to  the  occupying  ( 
military  forces  and  to  the  civilian  population  that  agricultural  pro-  j 
duction  be  very  greatly  increased.  Otherwise,  both  the  civilian  t 
and  the  military  populations  may,  from  time  to  time,  become  the  vic¬ 
tims  of  the  stoppage  of  water  communications  such  as  occurred  recently 
during  the  prolonged  seamen’s  strike  when  Alaska  was  for  weeks  con-  i 
fronted  with  near-famine  conditions. 

The  Honorable  Robert  P.  Patterson,  then  Secretary  of  War,  advised 
our  committee  that  one  of  the  most  important  military  factors  in  : 
connection  with  the  armed’occupation  of  regions  distant  from  the  home  ! 
base  is  that  of  an  adequate  local  supply  of  agricultural  products.  This  1 
would  have  been  painfully  impressed  upon  our  national  consciousness 
if,  during  the  recent  war  with  Japan,  the  enemy  attempt  to  cut  off 
our  sea  communications  with  Alaska  had  been  successful. 
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The  bill  carries  an  appropriation  of  $185,940  for  the  continuation  of 
the  research  program  established  a  year  ago.  It  also  provides  au¬ 
thority  to  contract  for  buildings,  facilities,  and  equipment  in  a  sum 
not  to  exceed  $300,000.  The  latter  sum  is  substantially  below  the 
estimate  of  $481,500  for  construction  this  coming  year  which  was  also 
submitted  to  the  committee  at  its  request.  The  committee  believes, 
however,  that  it  will  be  in  the  interest  of  the  program  to  proceed  a 
little  more  slowly  and  that  any  further  construction  required  in  the 
future  can  be  more  intelligently  planned  and  carried  out  in  the  light 
of  the  experience  had  with  the  smaller  sum. 

The  land  and  facilities  of  the  Alaska  Agricultural  Experiment 
Station  will  continue  available  for  the  use  of  the  Secretary  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  in  connection  with  the  research  program.  Were  this  not  the 
case,  a  very  much  larger  sum  would  be  required  for  construction  for 
the  carrying  out  of  the  research  program  already  established  under 
the  Department. 

OFFICE  OF  EXPERIMENT  STATIONS 

Payments  to  States—  The  bill  as  reported  carries  the  full  amount  of 
the  appropriation  of  $7,161,268.  The  budget  estimate  proposes  an 
increase  in  the  fund  authorized  by  title  I  of  the  Bankhead-Jones  Act 
of  June  29,  1935.  The  current  appropriation  under  this  act  is 
$2,661,268;  the  budget  estimate  is  for  $2,997,560,  which  represents 
an  increase  over  1948  of  $336,292.  The  purpose  of  the  increase,  as 
explained  to  the  committee,  is  to  overcome  the  increased  cost  for 
wages,  salaries,  equipment,  and  supplies  which  have  developed  in 
recent  years.  The  hearings  disclose  that  the  appropriations  made 
for  the  Bankhead-Jones  Act  are  available  only  for  the  researches  author¬ 
ized  by  that  act.  The  hearings  also  disclose  that  the  researches  carried 
on  under  the  Hatch  Act,  the  Adams  Act,  and  the  Purnell  Act  are 
lacking  in  sufficient  funds  to  the  same  extent  and  for  the  same  reason 
as  in  the  case  of  the  Bankhead-Jones  Act.  The  committee  believed 
it  would  not  serve  a  very  useful  purpose  to  place  researches  carried 
on  under  the  latter  act  in  position  of  advantage  over  the  work  done 
under  the  other  acts  and  Inis  therefore  disallowed  the  budget  increase. 

Federal  Experiment  Station,  Puerto  Rico. — This  is  a  Federal  experi¬ 
ment  station  and  is  to  be  distinguished  from  the  Territorial  station 
which  received  an  allotment  from  the  appropriation  made  for  pay¬ 
ments  to  States  and  Territories  discussed  above.  It  is  at  the  opposite 
end  of  the  island  from  the  Territorial  station.  It  serves  as  a  tropical 
outpost  for  general  researches  by  the  Department  in  connection  with 
agricultural  problems  of  primary  importance  to  the  mainland.  By 
reason  of  its  geographical  location,  year-round  operations  are  possible, 
which  is  of  special  importance  in  breeding  work  since  a  greater  number 
of  generations  of  plants  being  experimented  with  may  be  produced 
each  season.  An  example  of  work  highly  useful  to  mainland  agri¬ 
culture  is  the  breeding  work  on  sweetpotatoes.  In  recent  years,  the 
committee  has  provided  increases  for  this  item  because  of  rapid  de¬ 
terioration  of  wooden  structures  originally  erected  there.  Both  the 
elements  and  insects,  such  as  termites,  have  caused  great  destruction. 
The  budget  estimate  for  1949  carries  an  increase  of  $10,000  for  the 
replacement  of  roofs  on  three  of  five  wings  of  the  main  office  and  the 
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laboratory  building,  which  are  in  very  poor  condition.  It  is  contem¬ 
plated  that  the  old  roofs  will  be  replaced  by  permanent  material  such 
as  concrete  slabs,  and  corrugated  iron  painted  with  red  lead. 

BUREAU  OF  ANIMAL  INDUSTRY 

Animal  husbandry. — The  budget  estimate  of  $1,405,500,  which  is 
carried  in  the  bill,  represents  a  continuation  of  the  important  experi¬ 
mental  work  in  animal  husbandry  and  animal  and  poultry  feeding  and 
breeding  at  the  same  level  as  it  is  being  carried  in  the  current  year. 
An  increase  of  $211,500  for  repairs  and  reconditioning  of  facilities  at  I 
field  stations  is  offset  by  nonrecurring  items  for  such  repairs  and  j 
reconditioning  at  numerous  field  stations  carried  in  the  act  for  the  ; 
current  year,  which  results  in  a  net  increase  in  the  bill  for  1949  of  j 
$82,100  over  the  appropriation  for  1948. 

Diseases  of  animals. — The  work  carried  on  under  this  title  is  of  the 
very  greatest  importance  to  livestock  of  every  kind  on  the  farms 
and  the  ranges  of  the  country.  The  committee  believes  that  this 
Bureau  is  entitled  to  very  high  praise  for  the  worth-while  work  it  is 
doing  to  protect  American  agriculture  from  the  ravages  of  disease 
which  might  otherwise  wipe  out  whole  sections  of  livestock  industry. 
The  committee  has  provided  the  budget  estimate  of  $1,055,000,  • 
which  contemplates  maintaining  the  same  level  of  work  for  the 
coming  year  as  in  the  current  year.  It  carries  an  increase  of  $50,000 
for  repairs,  reconditioning,  etc.,  of  facilities  at  the  agricultural  research 
center,  offset  by  the  elimination  of  a  nonrecurring  item  of  $40,000  for 
physical  improvements  carried  in  the  1948  Appropriation  Act. 

Eradicating  tuberculosis  and,  Bang's  disease. — The  bill  carries  the  : 
budget  estimate  of  $6,250,000  for  eradicating  tuberculosis  and  Bang’s 
disease,  which  is  a  reduction  of  $500,000  below  the  amount  appro¬ 
priated  for  1948.  The  decrease  is  made  up  of  two  items,  namely  (1) 
a  decrease  of  $125,000  due  to  anticipated  reduction  in  the  incidence 
of  infection  of  tuberculosis  in  cattle,  of  which  $25,000  is  a  decrease  in 
operating  cost  and  $100,000  a  decrease  in  indemnities;  (2)  a  decrease  | 
of  $375,000  due  to  inability  to  obtain  sufficient  veterinarians  to  carry 
on  the  Bang’s  disease  eradication  program  in  new  areas.  Because  of 
this  inability,  most  of  the  work  will  consist  of  retesting  in  areas  where 
there  is  a  low  incidence  of  infection  and  where  active  efforts  toward  t 
accreditation  are  being  made. 

Inspection  and  quarantine . — The  bill  carries  the  budget  estimate  of 
$1,225,000  for  inspection  and  quarantine  which  is  $197  under  the 
appropriation  for  1948.  Last  year  the  committee  made  a  substantial 
reduction  in  the  budget  estimate  of  $340,000  for  this  item.  When  the  > 
bill  was  in  conference,  evidence  reached  the  conferees  that  the  Bureau 
intended  to  meet  the  reduction  by  closing  the  work  of  a  number  of  the 
stockyards  where  but  one  or  two  of  the  inspectors  had  been  maintained, 
while  maintaining  at  unreduced  levels  the  work  at  some  of  the  larger  ; 
stockyards,  each  having  a  number  of  inspectors.  The  conferees  did 
not  approve  the  Bureau’s  method  of  meeting  the  reduced  appropriation 
and  included  in  the  bill  a  provision  requiring  the  Bureau  to  maintain 
service  during  the  fiscal  year  1948  at  all  stockyards  having  such  service 
during  the  last  quarter  of  the  fiscal  year  1947.  Because  of  the 
strengthening  of  inspection  and  quarantine  work  under  funds  provided 
for  the  foot-and-mouth  disease,  the  Bureau  reports  it  has  been  able 
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to  carry  out  without  difficulty  the  terms  of  the  provision  inserted 
by  the  conferees.  The  committee  has  reinserted  the  provision 
carried  in  last  year’s  bill  which  will  prevent  the  closing  of  the  work 
at  any  stockyard  should  conditions  arise  under  which  the  Bureau 
might  feel  the  necessity  to  do  otherwise. 

Meat  inspection.— Last  year  the  bill  carried  a  statutory  provision 
requiring  the  packers  to  pay  the  cost  of  Federal  inspection  of  meat 
and  meat-food  products  processed  for  interstate  and  foreign  com¬ 
merce.  The  action  of  the  Congress  in  adopting  this  provision  in  no 
wise  changed  the  requirements  of  the  law  for  the  inspection  of  meat 
and  meat  products.  It  in  no  wise  changed  the  relationship  of  the 
Federal  meat  inspectors  to  the  Government  or  to  the  meat  packers. 
The  inspectors  have  continued  as  Federal  employees.  Their  salaries 
are  paid  by  Federal  check  against  the  United  States  Treasury,  the 
only  difference  being  that  the  checks  are  drawn  against  a  special  fund 
in  the  Treasury  known  as  the  meat-inspection  fund  instead  of  against 
the  general  fund. 

When  the  bill  was  first  reported  to  the  House  last  year,  some  alarm 
was  evidenced  by  some  of  the  meat  inspectors  because  they  had  been 
i  led  to  believe,  erroneously,  that  if  the  provision  in  the  House  bill 
should  become  a  law  they  would  cease  to  be  Federal  employees  and 
would  become  instead  employees  of  the  packers.  Many  well-meaning 
persons  having  only  a  general  public  interest  shared  this  alarm, 
believing  that  the  inspectors  would  be  beholden  to  the  packers  and 
that  that  would  impair  the  quality  of  then’  inspection  service  and 
might  incline  them  to  favor  the  interest  of  the  packers  rather  than 
the  interest  of  the  consuming  public.  The  inspectors  referred  to 
feared  the  loss  of  their  civil-service  status  and  of  their  retirement 
rights.  These  fears  were  of  course  all  unfounded  and  the  Depart¬ 
ment,  at  the  request  of  the  committee,  took  the  necessary  steps  to 
clarify  the  minds  of  the  inspectors  on  this  point.  The  committee  is 
pleased  to  report  the  appearance  this  year  of  their  good  friend  and 
former  colleague  from  New  York,  Col.  Charles  I.  Stengle,  the  legis¬ 
lative  representative  of  the  American  Federation  of  Government 
Employees,  who  assured  the  committee  that  the  employees  generally 
throughout  the  meat-inspection  service  were  entirely  satisfied  under 
the  new  plan  and  were  unanimous  in  their  verdict  that  the  plan  was 
working  successfully. 

Quite  naturally,  the  representatives  of  the  meat-packing  industry 
vigorously  opposed  the  provision  reported  by  the  committee  last  year 
and  did  everything  within  their  power  to  persuade  the  House  to  agree 
to  the  Senate  amendment  striking  out  the  House  provision  and  re¬ 
storing  the  cutomary  provision  for  meeting  the  cost  of  the  meat-in¬ 
spection  service  out  of  the  Federal  Treasury.  Dr.  Miller,  Chief  of 
the  Meat  Inspection  Division,  reported  to  the  committee  this  year  the 
gratifying  success  with  which  his  office  had  been  able  to  work  out  a 
schedule  of  fees  necessary  to  recover  from  the  packing  industry  the 
cost  of  the  Federal  inspection.  It  is  a  notable  fact  that  our  committee 
has  no  request  whatever  this  year  for  a  hearing  on  the  part  of  any 
representative  of  the  meat  packers.  This  might  indicate  that  serious 
opposition  to  the  new  plan  has  presently  subsided.  However,  it  is 
noted  that  on  March  2,  our  worthy  colleague,  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana,  Mr.  Gillie,  introduced  a  bill  which  would  relieve  the  packers 
of  the  cost  of  meat  inspection  and  reimpose  that  cost  upon  the  Federal 
Government. 
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Dr.  Miller  reported  the  actual  cost  of  meat  inspection  under  the 
new  plan  has  averaged  about  one-twentieth  of  1  cent  per  pound  of  the 
carcasses  slaughtered. 

Virus  Serum  Toxin  Act.— The  budget  estimate  of  $365,000  for  work 
under  the  Virus  Serum  Toxin  Act  is  $50,000  above  the  amount  appro¬ 
priated  in  the  act  for  1948.  The  committee  has  reduced  the  increase 
by  $25,000,  allowing  in  the  bill  the  sum  of  $340,000.  This  is  the  sum 
estimated  a  year  ago  for  the  fiscal  year  1948  and  the  committee  be¬ 
lieves  this  should  be  sufficient  to  cover  the  needs  of  this  service  in  an 
ample  way. 

Eradication  of  foot-and-mouth  and  other  contagious  diseases  of 
animals. — Large  sums  were  appropriated  in  the  last  session  of  the 
Congress  to  combat  the  menace  of  foot-and-mouth  disease,  now 
rampant’  in  the  southern  portion  of  the  Republic  of  Mexico  and 
which  threatens  to  invade  the  United  States  unless  it  is  adequately 
controlled.  The  original  program  for  this  work  was  on  the  basis  of 
complete  eradication,  involving  the  complete  destruction  of  infected 
animals.  Such  a  program  requires,  of  course,  a  very  large  sum  for 
the  payment  of  indemnities.  It  also  involves  a  very  serious  problem 
in  human  behavior.  Dealing  with  a  population  uninformed  as  to  the 
seriousness  of  the  disease  and  jealous  of  their  property  rights  to  the 
cattle  owned  which  must  be  destroyed  under  the  program,  the  Depart¬ 
ment  was  confronted  with  a  problem  of  the  gravest  import.  Only 
the  Mexican  Government  could  exeicise  the  authority  for  the  destruc¬ 
tion  of  the  cattle.  The  cattle  in  the  infected  area  are  not,  as  a  rule, 
beef  cattle,  but  are  draft  animals  and  possibly  some  milkers.  A  good 
percentage  of  the  animals  stricken  with  the  disease  recover.  The 
Mexican  natives  know  this,  which  makes  it  difficult  for  them  to  see 
why  the  cattle  must  be  destroyed.  The  sentiment  of  the  native 
Mexican  became  so  strong  against  the  program  that  the  Mexican 
Government  declared  it  could  no  longer  carry  on  a  destruction  pro¬ 
gram.  In  recent  months  there  has  been  a  modification  of  the  whole 
plan.  The  northern  quarantine  line  is  to  be  maintained.  Infected 
cattle  found  within  a  distance  of  the  quarantine  line  which  threaten 
a  break-through  are  to  be.  destroyed.  Otherwise  the  program  is 
confined  to  maintenance  of  the  quarantine.  The  effort  will  be  to 
prevent  the  infection  of  the  beef-cattle  areas  of  northern  Mexico, 
which  are  of  vital  economic  importance  to  the  United  .States  since 
they  are  the  source  of  much  of  our  domestic  beef  supply. 

From  the  inception  of  the  program  in  Mexico  to  February  28,  1948, 
the  Mexican  Government  has  contributed  $1,949,875  to  the  Mexican- 
United  States  Commission  for  operating  expenses.  Also,  according  to 
reports  of  Mexican  officials,  their  Government  has  contributed  field 
and  administrative  personnel  with  related  expenses  amounting  to 
$613,752,  and  supplies  and  equipment  valued  at  $96,960,  as  well  as 
direct  payments  of  $1,555,400  as  indemnity  for  small  animals  (swine, 
sheep,  and  goats)  slaughtered  prior  to  October  3,  1947,  after  which 
date  all  indemnities  were  paid  by  the  joint  commission.  In  addition, 
the  Mexican  Government  has  provided  military  forces  for  mainte¬ 
nance  of  quarantine  lines  around  the  infected  area  and  for  other  pro¬ 
tective  measures,  the  cost  of  which  is  not  known. 
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From  the  inception  of  the  program  to  February  28,  1948,  the 
United  States  Government  has  obligated  itself  to  expend  a  total  of 
$61,447,346,  of  which  $23,051,997  is  in  connection  with  the  purchase 
of  canned  meat  in  northern  Mexico.  It  is  expected  that  the  amount 
expended  for  the  purchase  of  canned  meat  in  northern  Mexico  will 
be  recovered  from  proceeds  of  sale  of  such  meat  for  use  in  foreign 
countries. 

The  use  of  vaccines  has  not  been  found  very  effective.  In  many 
cases  they  assist  in  checking  the  spread,  but  vaccination  in  the 
present  state  of  scientific  knowledge  cannot  be  relied  upon  to  control 
this  disease.  It  is  noted  that  the  House  Committee  on  Agriculture 
has  reported  out  H.  R.  5098,  a  bill  to  enable  the  Secretary  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  to  conduct  research  on  foot-and-mouth  disease.  Should  this  bill 
become  a  law,  it  is  to  be  hoped,  of  course,  that  an  effective  vaccine 
or  other  preventive  agent  may  be  developed. 

The  last  of  several  emergency  measures  adopted  in  the  last  session 
of  Congress  to  meet  this  problem  was  the  granting  of  authority  to  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  transfer  from  other  appropriations  or  funds 
available  to  the  Department  such  sums  as  he  may  deem  necessary  to 
meet  this  emergency.  It  is  reported  to  our  committee  that  transfers 
are  being  made  from  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  funds.  These 
transfers  may  either  be  reimbursed  by  direct  appropriations  at  some 
future  date  or  they  may  be  absorbed  into  the  general  debt  structure  of 
the  Commodity  Corporation.  The  ultimate  effect  upon  the  taxpayers 
of  the  United  States  will  be  the  same  under  either  method. 

BUREAU  OF  DAIRY  INDUSTRY 

The  bill  includes  the  budget  estimate  of  $1,050,000  for  the  Bureau 
of  Dairy  Industry,  which  is  an  increase  of  $39,000  above  the  amount 
for  1948.  This  increase  is  for  (1)  replacement  of  worn-out  farm  and 
other  equipment,  $7,900;  and  (2)  for  the  repair  and  conditioning  of 
facilities  at  field  stations,  $31,100.  The  nonrecurring  1948  item  of 
$5,300  for  repair  of  tornado  damage  at  the  dairy  field  station  at 
Woodward,  Okla.,  is  omitted  from  the  current  bill; 
f'  •  * 

BUREAU  OF  PLANT  INDUSTRY,  SOILS,  AND  AGRICULTURAL 

ENGINEERING 

Field  crops. — The  bill  includes  the  budget  estimate  of  $2,672,300, 
representing  an  increase  above  1948  of  $21,400.  This  increase  is 
divided  as  follows:  For  repairs  and  replacements  of  water  supply 
systems  at  the  two  sugar  field  plant  stations,  one  at  Houma,  La.,  and 
the  other  at  Meridian,  Miss.,  $9,400;  and  for  replacement  of  worn-out 
farm  and  other  equipment,  $48,000.  The  latter  item  is  offset  by  the 
elimination  of  an  increase  of  $36,000  in  the  appropriation  for  1948 
for  similar  purposes. 

Fruit,  vegetable,  and  special  crops. — The  budget  estimate  for  this 
item  is  in  the  sum  of  $2,525,500,  which  is  $52,600  below  the  amount 
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carried  in  the  act  for  1948.  The  net  decrease  indicated  is  made  up 
of  the  following  items  of  increases  and  decreases: 


For  mushroom  production  and  disease  investigations -  +$10,  000 

For  breeding  high  quality  disease-resistant  varieties  of  hops,  and 
developing  improved  disease  control  methods  and  production 

practices - - -  +18,000 

For  replacement  of  worn-out  farm  and  other  equipment  (nonrecur¬ 
ring) _  +42, 500 

For  painting  and  repairing  buildings  and  greenhouses  at  plant  industry 

station  (nonrecurring) _ _ _  +90,  600 

Elimination  of  nonrecurring  item  provided  in  1948  for  replacement  of 

worn-out  automotive,  farm,  and  other  equipment -  —33,  700 

Elimination  of  nonrecurring  item  provided  in  1948  for  repair  and 

installation  of  utilities  at  plant  industry  station -  —180,  000 


The  committee  has  accepted  the  budget  changes  and  in  addition 
has  provided  an  increase,  not  requested  by  the  budget,  of  $52,600,  to 
bring  the  amount  of  the  appropriation  for  1949  to  the  same  level  as 
for  1948.  This  increase  of  $52,600  is  made  available  for  additional 
work  on  studies  of  potatoes  and  onions.  The  group  of  citizens  in¬ 
terested  in  the  potato  and  onion  work  which  appeared  before  the  com¬ 
mittee  had  suggested  an  increase  of  $50,000  for  potato  work  and 
$10,000  for  onion  work.  The  committee  believes  that  the  $52,600 
provided  in  the  bill  for  work  on  these  two  important  vegetables  will 
substantially  meet  the  requests  of  the  group  referred  to. 

Forest  diseases.— The  committee  has  included  the  budget  estimate 
of  $380,480  for  investigations  of  diseases  of  forest  and  shade  trees  and 
forest  products,  and  methods  for  their  control.  This  represents  a 
very  small  net  increase  of  $1,200,  being  the  difference  between  the 
1948  amount  of  $8,000  for  replacement  of  worn-out  equipment  and 
the  1949  amount  of  $6,800  for  the  same  purpose. 

Soils,  fertilizers,  and  irrigation.—' The  budget  estimate  for  soils,  fer¬ 
tilizers,  and  irrigation  is  in  the  sum  of  $1,604,000  which  represents  a 
net  increase  of  $138,000  over  the  1948  appropritaion.  This  net 
increase  is  made  up  of  the  following  items: 

For  soil-management  investigations  on  newly  irrigated  lands  in  the 


lower  Colorado  River  and  Columbia  Basin  projects _  +$80,  000 

To  develop  and  evaluate  slow-acting,  high-analysis,  synthetic  nitrogen 

fertilizers _ ^ _  +45,000 

For  replacement  of  worn-out  farm  and  other  equipment  (nonrecur¬ 
ring) -  -  +36,500 

Elimination  of  nonrecurring  item  provided  in  1948  Agricultural  Appro¬ 
priation  Act  for  replacement  of  worn-out  automotive,  farm,  and 
other  equipment _  —23,  500 


The  committee  has  disapproved  the  entire  list  of  budget  changes  and 
has  allowed  the  amount  appropriated  under  this  item  for  the  year 
1948 — namely,  $1,466,000.  This  will,  of  course,  provide  a  net  increase 
above  1948  of  the  $23,000  which  is  the  amount  of  the  nonrecurring 
item  for  replacement  of  worn-out  equipment.  This  would  become 
available  for  such  replacement  in  lieu  of  the  $36,500  proposed  for  that 
purpose  in  the  budget  for  1949.  The  committee  has  included  a  pro¬ 
vision  authorizing  the  sale  of  the  irrigation  experiment  station  at 
Bard,  Calif.,  and  making  available  the  proceeds  of  such  sale  for  the 
establishment  and  equipment  of  a  similar  station  at  or  near  Brawley, 
Calif.,  the  Secretary  to  have  the  option  of  an  exchange  of  properties 
in  lieu  of  outright  sale  and  outright  purchase  of  new  land  at  Brawley. 
To  the  foregoing  has  been  added  contract  authority  in  the  sum  of 
$100,000  for  construction  at  the  new  location  t.he  information 
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of  the  committee  that  some  of  the  funds  allocated  to  this  station  by 
the  Department’s  project  break-down  as  submitted  to  the  committee 
have  on  occasion  in  the  past  been  transferred  to  and  expended  else¬ 
where.  It  is  expected  that  this  practice  will  not  continue. 

Agricultural  engineering. — The  budget  estimate  for  agricultural  en¬ 
gineering  is  $654,000,  an  increase  of  $17,000  for  replacement  of  worn- 
out  farm  equipment  above  the  1948  appropriation.  The  committee 
has  allowed  the  budget  increase  of  $17,000  and  in  addition  has  allowed 
a  further  increase  of  $31,690  for  the  purpose  of  increasing  to  $100,000 
the  allotment  for  farm-electrification  investigations.  The  committee 
believes  the  research  in  this  particular  category  probably  offers  more 
promise  of  return  to  agriculture  than  any  of  the  other  categories  of 
research  in  this  field. 

National  Arboretum. — The  committee  has  allowed  the  budget  esti¬ 
mate  of  $413,900  for  the  National  Arboretum.  This  is  a  net  reduction 
of  $23,000  under  the  appropriation  for  1948.  However,  the  1948 
amount  includes  a  nonrecurring  item  of  $350,000  provided  for  the 
acquisition  of  land  to  round  out  the  national  boundaries  of  the 
Arboretum.  This  item  represents  a  decrease  in  the  1949  budget. 
However,  it  is  offset  by  an  increase  of  $327,000  for  the  preparation  of 
plans  and  specifications  and  the  development  of  physical  facilities  at 
the  National  Arboretum.  The  1949  increase  just  mentioned  repre¬ 
sents  the  beginning  of  a  5-year  development  program  for  buildings, 
roads,  utilities,  etc.,  amounting  to  a  grand  total  of  $2,325,400,  includ¬ 
ing,  of  course,  the  $350,000  appropriated  last  year  for  the  acquisition 
of  additional  land.  When  fully  developed  it  is  contemplated  the 
Arboretum  will  represent  an  institution  comparable  in  character  with 
the  Kew  Gardens  of  England.  It  will  be  not  only  of  great  national 
importance,  but  it  has  for  a  long  time  been  a  matter  of  vital  interest 
to  persons  interested  in  the  physical  development  of  the  National 
Capital. 

BUREAU  OF  ENTOMOLOGY  AND  PLANT  QUARANTINE 

Insect  investigations .— The  committee  has  allowed  the  budget  esti¬ 
mate  of  $3,019,800  for  insect  investigations.  This  represents  increases 
of  $41,500  for  replacement  of  worn-out  trucks  and  $22,000  for  the 
repair  and  improvement  of  facilities  at  field  stations.  The  committee 
lias  approved  the  sums  set  up  in  the  budget  for  the  sexeral -  wOfk  . 
projects  for  1949  with  the  exception  that  frVNrrfrfHf ilP earmarked  for 
mango  fruitfly  investigations  in  Hawaii.  This  will  require  adjust¬ 
ment  of  the  budget  allocations,  which  is  left  to  the  discretion  of  the 
Bureau. 

Insect  and  plant  disease  control.- — -The  committee  h^s  approved  the 
budget  estimate  of  $2,586,200  for  insect  and  plant  disease  control 
which  is  $145,300  more  than  the  amount  appropriated  for  1948  for  work 
in  connection  with  the  same  insect  pests.  It  is  to  be  noted  that  the  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  gypsy  brown-tail  moth  and  the  Dutch  elm  disease 
|  have  been  transferred  to  the  chapter  appearing  subsequently  in  this 
bill  entitled  “Control  of  Forests  Pests.” 

Foreign  plant  quarantine. — The  committee  has  approved  the  budget 
;  amount  of  $2,212,000  for  foreign  plant  quarantines  which  represent 
a  net  increase  of  $212,000  above  the  1948  appropriation.  The  net 
increase  referred  to  is  composed  of  the  following: 

To  provide  for  enforcement  of  Public  Law  290,  80th  Cong.,  regarding 

entry  of  nursery  stock  into  the  United  States _ _ _ 


+  $38,  000 
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For  disinsecting  aircraft  moving  between  Hawaii  and  the  mainland 

and  aircraft  entering  the  United  States  at  various  southern  ports. _  +$156,000 
For  repair  of  plant  quarantine  inspection  house  at  Hoboken,  N.  J., 

and  6  fumigation  houses  located  along  the  Mexican  border -  +28,  000 

Elimination  of  nonrecurring  item  provided  in  the  1948  act  for  replace¬ 
ment  of  worn-out  automotive  equipment _  —10,  000 

Control  of  emergency  outbreaks  of  insect  and  plant  diseases. — The 
budget  estimate  of  $2,050,000  for  this  item  is  in  the  same  amount  as 
the  1948  appropriation.  This  estimate  has  been  submitted  without 
any  basis  for  forecasting  the  amount  of  money  which  will  be  needed 
for  the  insect  pests  in  connection  with  which  funds  may  be  required. 
The  majority  of  the  infestations  requiring  attention  under  this  item 
do  not  evidence  their  approach  until  well  into  the  latter  half  of  the 
fiscal  year.  The  committee  believes  that  it  should  provide  here  a 
mere  token  appropriation  sufficient  to  meet  the  requirements  of  any 
threatened  insect  infestation  until  the  Congress  can  provide  an 
emergency  appropriation  in  such  amount  as  the  conditions  at  the  time 
indicate  may  be  required.  The  members  of  the  committee  wish  to 
reaffirm  their  interest  in  and  their  intention  to  support  needed  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  control  of  emergency  outbreaks  of  the  kind  for  which 
this  appropriation  is  provided,  and  the  reduction  in  the  appropriation 
in  this  bill  is  not  to  be  interpreted  as  any  lessening  of  their  interest 
in  this  matter.  The  committee  believes  the  amount  of  $1,000,000 
provided  will  be  sufficient  to  “hold  the  line”  against  any  infestation 
until  the  Congress  can  act.  It  is  to  be  noted  that  the  Urgent 
Deficiency  Appropriation  Act  1948,  carries  a  deficiency  appropria¬ 
tion  of  $420,000  for  this  item. 

BUREAU  OF  AGRICULTURAL  AND  INDUSTRIAL  CHEMISTRY 

Agricultural  chemistry  and  naval  stores  investigations. — -The  budget 
has  provided  an  estimate  of  $511,500  for  agricultural  chemistry 
investigations  and  an  estimate  of  $152,500  for  naval  stores  investiga¬ 
tions.  In  each  case,  the  amount  provided  is  the  same  as  the  1948 
appropriation.  The  committee  was  not  impressed  with  the  impor¬ 
tance  of  naval  stores  investigations  nor  of  the  necessity  for  maintain¬ 
ing  them  at  levels  provided  in  the  appropriations  for  1948  and  con¬ 
templated  in  the  budget  for  1949.  However,  the  committee  has 
decided  to  consolidate  the  two  appropriations  into  a  single  appropria¬ 
tion  paragraph  and  to  deduct  $75,000  from  the  combined  amount 
of  the  budget  estimates  for  the  two  activities.  This  will  give  the 
Bureau  some  flexibility  in  adjusting  the  several  work  projects  to  the 
deduction  made. 

Regional  research  laboratories. — The  committee  has  allowed  the 
budget  estimate  of  $5,000,000  for  the  four  regional  research  labora¬ 
tories,  this  being  the  same  amount  as  was  appropriated  last  year  for 
the  fiscal  year  1948.  The  budget  for  1949  includes  a  nonrecurring 
item  of  $50,000  for  the  construction  of  a  hazardous-operations  building 
at  the  eastern  regional  research  laboratory  located  at  Wyndemoor, 
Pa.,  offsetting  also  a  nonrecurring  item  of  $30,000  in  the  1948  appro¬ 
priation  for  the  construction  of  a  commodity  and  equipment  storage 
building  at  the  western  regional  research  laboratory  located  at  Albany, 
Calif.  Aside  from  the  two  items  mentioned  the  work  will  continue 
at  the  several  laboratories  at  the  same  level  as  in  194$. 
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BUREAU  OF  HUMAN  NUTRITION  AND  HOME  ECONOMICS 

The  committee  has  allowed  the  budget  estimate  of  $813,000  for  the 
Bureau  of  Human  Nutrition  and  Home  Economcis.  This  represents 
an  increase  of  $13,000  for  within-grade  salary  advancements  above 
the  1948  appropriation. 

CONTROL  OF  FOREST  PESTS 

A  new  chapter  has  been  established  in  the  appropriation  bill  for 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  entitled  “Control  of  Forest  Pests.” 
To  this  chapter  have  been  transferred  appropriations  formerly  carried 
elsewhere  in  the  bill  for  gypsy  and  brown-tail  moths,  white  pine 
blister  rust,  and  Dutch  elm  disease.  In  addition  there  is  carried  in 
the  regular  act  for  the  first  time  an  appropriation  for  the  Forest  Pest 
Control  Act,  approved  June  25,  1947. 

Gypsy  and  brown-tail  moths. — The  committee  has  approved  the 
budget  estimate  of  $603,600  for  work  on  the  gypsy  and  brown- tail 
moths,  which  is  the  same  amount  as  appropriated  for  the  fiscal  year 
1948.  This  will  provide  the  usual  sum  of  $157,700  for  inspection 
and  certification  in  connection  with  the  quarantine  regulations  cal¬ 
culated  to  prevent  the  spread  of  the  insects  through  the  movement  of 
plant  material  in  commerce  or  otherwise.  It  also  provides  $445,900, 
the  same  amount  as  in  1948,  for  the  control  program.  For  the  first 
time,  the  Bureau  reports  this  year  it  is  very  optimistic  that  complete 
eradication  of  this  pest  can  now  be  looked  forward  to  through  the 
use  of  DDT.  Heretofore  the  prospect  has  been  one  of  perpetual 
annual  appropriations  for  the  maintenance  of  a  barrier  zone  and  the 
application  of  quarantine  and  inspection  measures. 

Forest  Pest  Control  Act. — The  committee  has  approved  the  budget 
estimate  of  $135,000  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Forest  Pest 
Control  Act  (Public  Law  110,  approved  June  25,  1947).  For  the  fiscal 
year  1948  a  total  of  $134,691  is  being  expended  from  three  different 
appropriations  noted  below.  A  deficiency  appropriation,  bringing 
the  1948  total  up  to  $977,691  has  been  made.  The  amounts  trans¬ 
ferred  are  as  follows: 

“Salaries  and  expenses,  entomology  and  plant  quarantine,  Agricultural 

Research  Administration,”  insect  investigations _  $10,  000 

“Salaries  and  expenses,  Forest  Service,”  national  forest  protection  and 

management _ _ _  100,  716 

“National  Park  Service,”  Department  of  the  Interior _ 1 _  23,  975 

As  noted  above,  these  activities  are  being  consolidated  under  the 
single  appropriation  now  under  discussion. 

White  pine  blister  rust. — The  committee  has  approved  the  budget 
estimate  of  $3,750,000  for  work  on  the  white  pine  blister  rust  which  is 
the  same  amount  as  is  available  for  the  fiscal  year  1948.  This  appro¬ 
priation  embraces  all  phases  of  the  Federal  effort  for  the  control  of 
this  serious  forest  pest,  irrespective  of  the  bureau  or  department  under 
which  the  work  may  be  prosecuted,  including  control  operations  on 
lands  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Interior  Department,  for  which 
there  is  an  allotment  of  $582,000.  The  allotment  for  control  opera¬ 
tions  on  the  national  forests  is  for  $1,974,650.  The  remainder  of  the 
appropriation  is  under  the  leadership  or  direct  expenditure  of  the 
Bureau  of  Entomology  and  Plant  Quarantine.  This  bureau  supplies 
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the  leadership,  coordination,  and  technical  direction  of  the  work  and 
for  this  project  there  is  an  allotment  of  $679,900.  The  Bureau  also 
has  charge  of  quarantine  enforcement,  for  which  the  allotment  is 
$13,450.  It  also  is  in  charge  of  the  cooperative  blister-rust-control 
work  on  State  and  privately  owned  land,  for  which  the  allotment  is 
$500,000. 

Dutch  elm  disease. — The  work  under  the  Dutch  elm  disease  con¬ 
tinues  under  the  administration  of  the  Bureau  of  Entomology  and 
Plant  Quarantine.  This  Bureau  reports  that,  while  there  was  a  time 
several  years  ago  when  large  allotments  from  WPA  funds  were  avail¬ 
able,  they  had  hopes  of  being  able  to  completely  control  and  eradicate 
this  disease,  they  now  report  that  the  disease  has  gained  such  head¬ 
way  they  no  longer  have  hopes  of  bringing  it  under  control  and  it  is 
believed  entirely  possible,  if  not  probable,  that  the  American  elm  is 
due  for  ultimate  destruction.  Important  work,  however,  is  being 
carried  on  by  the  Bureau  of  Plant  Industry,  Soils,  and  Agricultural 
Engineering  in  the  selection,  breeding,  and  testing  of  elms  resistant 
to  the  Dutch  elm  disease  and  that  Bureau  reports  some  very  promising 
results.  So  it  is  possible  that,  while  the  historic  American  elm  may 
pass  out,  there  will  be  developed  another  variety  of  this  tree  to  take 
its  place. 

FOREST  SERVICE 

General  administrative  expenses. — The  committee  has  approved  the 
budget  estimate  of  $650,000  for  general  administrative  expenses  of 
the  Forest  Service  which  is  the  same  amount  as  the  1948  appropriation. 

National  forest  protection  and  management.-— This  is  the  appropria¬ 
tion  under  which  the  Forest  Service  administers,  protects,  maintains, 
and  endeavors  to  improve  the  great  national  domain  embraced  in  our 
national  forests.  Under  this  appropriation  timber  sales,  which  have 
mounted  to  unprecedentedly  high  levels  in  recent  years  under  the  im¬ 
pact  of  the  demand  for  building  materials,  are  administered ;  and  there 
is  carried  on  the  very  large  and  very  important  activity  of  the  issuance 
of  grazing  permits  and  of  policing  and  controlling  grazing  on  the  na¬ 
tional  forest  domain  to  prevent  destructive  abuses  which  might  result 
in  serious  erosion,  which  is  a  major  contributing  cause  of  disastrous 
floods.  It  is  also  the  important  function  of  maintaining  a  system  of 
roads  and  trails,  telephone  lines,  lookout  towers,  etc.,  which  are  im¬ 
portant  not  only  m  the  prevention  of  fires,  but  in  the  control  of  such 
forest  fires  that  may  break  out.  The  foregoing  covers  only  a  few  of 
the  widely  variant  activities  essential  to  thh  prudent  husbandry  of  the 
great  national  resources  which  the  national  forests  comprise.  The 
budget  estimate  for  this  item  for  the  fiscal  year  1949  is  in  the  sum  of 
$25,064,000,  which  represents  an  increase  of  $1,149,825  over  the 
amount  appropriated  for  comparable  activities  in  1948.  The  increase 
includes  $100,000  for  the  maintenance  of  improvements  other  than 
roads  and  trails.  The  committee  has  allowed  the  increase.  There  is 
a  proposed  increase  of  $200,000  to  strengthen  fire-control  work  by 
providing,  in  part,  for  increased  operating  costs.  The  committee  has 
allowed  one-half  of  this  increase  which  will  leave  a  total  of  $7,244,877 
for  forest-fire  control  work.  The  committee  has  reduced  the  proposed 
increase  for  timber  sales  work  from  $599,825  to  $400,000  which  will 
leave  the  sum  of  $3,715,166  for  the  work  under  the  timber  sales  project. 
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The  foregoing  is  modified  by  the  action  of  Congress  appropriating  an 
additional  amount  of  $475,000  for  timber  sales  work  for  the  fiscal  year 
1948.  The  proposed  increase  of  $250,000  to  strengthen  range  manage¬ 
ment  and  provide  additional  range  improvements  on  national  forest 
lands  has  been  cut  in  half  and  this  will  leave  a  total  of  $919,428  for  the 
work  under  this  project.  Last  year  the  committee  and  the  Congress 
eliminated  the  budget  allocation  of  $174,164  for  the  protection  of  the 
wildlife  resources  of  the  forests.  It  was  indicated  in  the  report,  however, 
that  it  was  not  intended  to  forbid  or  unduly  limit  the  work  in  connection 
with  wildlife  on  the  national  forests.  It  was  indicated  to  the  Forest 
Service  that  they  should  readjust  the  allocations  of  the  other  work 
projects  shown  in  their  budget  statement  and  effect  transfers  there¬ 
from  in  amounts  essential  for  the  prudent  work  in  connection  with 
wildlife  on  the  national  forests.  That  policy. is  to  be  continued  for 
the  ensuing  year. 

Fighting  forest  fires. — The  committee  has  approved  the  usual  token 
amount  of  $100,000  as  estimated  by  the  budget  for  fighting  forest 
fires.  The  Forest  Service  has  general  authority,  when  a  fire  breaks 
out,  to  draw  upon  its  other  appropriated  funds  to  the  extent  necessary 
to  extinguish  the  fire  and  to  present  to  the  Congress,  subsequently, 
deficiency  estimates  necessary  for  the  reimbursement  of  the  appro¬ 
priations  so  drawn  upon.  This  has  already  been  done  in  connection 
with  expenditures  for  the  current  fiscal  year  and  a  deficiency  appro¬ 
priation  in  the  sum  of  $4,932,000  has  been  made  by  Congress. 

Forest  and  range  management  investigations. — This  is  a  research  item 
under  which  the  Forest  Service  conducts  investigations  related  to  the 
management  of  forests  and  other  ranges.  This  investigatory  work  is 
widely  dispersed  throughout  the  various  forest  regions  of  the  Nation. 
For  the  results  of  the  work  the  Forest  Service  is,  in  a  large  measure, 
its  own  customer,  or  beneficiary.  Useful  information  developed  at 
the  several  forest  experiment  stations  is  applied  by  the  Forest  Service 
to  its  own  operations  in  the  management  and  the  maintenance  of  the 
great  Federal  forest  domain.  Its  findings  are  also  used  widely  by 
States  in  the  management  of  State  forest  areas  and  by  private  owners 
of  forest  and  timberlands.  The  budget  estimate  for  1949  for  this 
activity  is  in  the  sum  of  $2,565,000,  which  represents  an  increase  of 
$90,000  above  the  amount  available  for  1948.  Of  this  increase  $50,000 
is  for  the  establishment  of  a  forest  research  center  in  Alaska.  The 
commercial  forest  resources  of  Alaska  are  confined  almost  entirely 
to  the  Tongass  National  Forests  in  the  southeastern  portion  of  that 
Territory.  They  contain  an  estimated  80,000,000,000  board  feet  of 
timber  standing  on  nearly  5,000,000  acres  of  land.  The  recent  short¬ 
ages  of  paper  and  other  forest  products  have  stimulated  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  possibilities  of  this  national  forest  and  it  will  be  an  important 
addition  to  the  sources  of  supply  for  these  much-needed  products. 
Several  large,  responsible  processors  are  actively  engaged  in  planning 
pulp  plants  in  Alaska. 

The  Forest  Service  is  currently  offering  for  sale  two  major  pulp 
timber  units,  each  capable  of  supporting  two  mills  of  approximately 
500  tons  daily  capacity.  With  this  large  harvesting  of  resources  in 
this  forest  about  to  begin,  it  is  important  that  the  harvesting  be  done 
under  scientific  and  technical  controls  which  will  assure  the  forest 
stand  will  not  be  depleted,  but  will  be  so  harvested  that  new  growth 
will  follow  and  that  there  will  be  an  unbroken  and  sustained  yield 
from  the  forest.  The  committee  has  also  approved  the  budget  in- 
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crease  of  $40,000  for  fire-control  investigations  in  order  to  develop 
more  effective  and  economical  methods  of  fire  control.  The  committee 
has  increased  the  budget  estimates  under  the  project  “Experimental 
forests  and  ranges”  in  the  sum  of  $260,000.  This  extra-budgetary 
increase  is  to  provide  eight  new  stations  with  allotments  of  $30,000 
each  in  the  Delaware  Basin,  in  Ohio,  West  Virginia,  Michigan,  Oregon, 
Washington,  California,  and  Missouri.  It  is  expected  the  States  where 
these  new  stations  are  being  established  will  provide  suitable  matching 
in  money  or  otherwise.  The  committee  is  also  providing  an  addi¬ 
tional  $20,000  for  strengthening  the  work  at  the  existing  station  at 
Nacogdoches,  Tex.  The  committee  has  cut  by  $50,000  the  project 
“Forest  management”  for  which  the  budget  estimate  and  the  1948 
appropriation  are  each  in  the  sum  of  $455,731.  The  project  for 
“Watershed  protection  and  management”  for  which  the  current  appro¬ 
priation  and  the  budget  estimate  are  each  $95,960  has  been  reduced 
by  the  committee  by  $25,000. 

"  Forest  products.- — The  budget  estimate  for  forest  products  is  in  the 
sum  of  $1,250,000  which  is  the  same  as  the  1948  appropriation.  The 
committee  has  reduced  this  item  to  $1,000,000  which  will  bring  it  to 
the  amount  available  for  this  project  in  the  fiscal  year  1945. 

Forest-resources  investigations. — The  budget  estimate  of  $822,000  for 
forest-resources  investigations  is  in  the  same  amount  as  for  1948.  The 
committee  has  reduced  this  item  to  $750,000. 

Forest-fire  cooperation.- — The  committee  has  recommended  the  full 
amount  of  the  budget  estimate  of  $9,000,000  for  cooperation  with  the 
various  States  or  appropriate  agencies  in  forest-fire  prevention  and 
suppression.  This  is  the  same  amount  as  the  1948  appropriation  and 
is  the  full  amount  authorized  for  the  activity. 

Farm  and  other  private  forestry  cooperation. — -This  is  the  appropria¬ 
tion  authorized  by  the  Cooperative  Farm  Forestry  Act,  the  Norris- 
Doxey  Act,  and  the  Clark-McNary  Act.  The  committee  has  reported 
the  full  amount  of  the  budget  estimate  of  $809,500,|whieh  is  the  same 
as  the  1948  appropriation. 

| Acquisition  ofi  lands  for  national  forests,  under  the  Weeks  Act.- — The 
committee  has  approved  the  budget  estimate  for  $500,000.  The 
amount  appropriated  for  this  purpose  for  the  fiscal  year  1948  was 
$750,000. 

Acouisitiun  of  lands  for  particular  national  forests  under  special 
acts. — Under  special  acts,  the  amount  of  forest  receipts  in  certain 
national  forests  are  authorized  to  be  appropriated  for  the  acquisition 
of  lands  in  each  of  such  forests  not  in  the  drainages  of  navigable 
streams  and  therefore  not  to  be  acquired  under  the  Weeks  law.  These 
purchases  are  made  where  desirable  to  bring  the  lands  under  controls 
which  will  prevent  soil  erosion.  The  committee  has  approved  the 
Budget  estimate  of  $142,000,  which  is  the  same  amount  as  the  1948 
appropriation. 

FOREST  ROADS  AND  TRAILS 

The  committee  has  recommended  the  full  amount  of  the  budget 
estimate  of  $9,750,000  for  construction  and  maintenance  of  the  forest 
development  roads  and  trails.  It  has  recommended  a  reduction  of 
$300,000  in  the  budget  estimate  of  $5,300,000  for  public  highways  in 
and  through  the  national  forests. 
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FLOOD  CONTROL 

The  budget  estimate  of  $9,000,000  for  flood  control  represents 
an  increase  of  $6,000,000  above  the  1948  appropriation  of  $3,000,000. 
However,  the  1948  appropriation  is  supplemented  by  a  carry-over  from 
the  previous  year  of  unexpended  balances  totaling  $2,771,758.  Thus 
the  budget  estimate  for  1949  represents  an  increase  of  but  $3,228,242 
above  the  amount  available  for  the  current  fiscal  year.  This  increase  is 
distributed  as  follows: 


For  preliminary  examinations  and  surveys _  +$695,  328 

For  works  of  improvement _  +2,  524,  914 

For  transfer  to  salaries  and  expenses,  Office  of  Solicitor,  for  legal 

work  required _  +8,  000 


The  committee  has  reported  in  the  pending  bill  an  appropriation 
of  $6,000,000  which  is  $228,242  above  the  total  of  funds  available  for 
1948.  The  hearings  disclosed  that  there  has  been  in  the  past  a  sort 
of  twilight  zone  between  the  jurisdiction  of  the  War  Department  in 
carrying  out  the  Flood  Control  Act  and  that  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture.  This  has  been  especially  evident  in  the  work  on  the 
Yazoo  and  Little  Tallahatchie  watersheds.  The  committee  has 
included  a  proviso,  the  purpose  of  which  is  to  eliminate  this  twilight 
zone  in  the  watersheds  indicated.  The  committee  recognizes  that,  in 
authorized  watershed  improvement  programs  of  the  Department 
of  Agriculture,  protection  from  fire  is  an  essential  measure  of  watershed 
treatment  in  aid  of  flood  control  and  that  it  is  necessary  to  establish 
adequate  fire  control  along  with  the  installation  of  other  measures 
included  in  the  complete  watershed  improvement  program  for  a 
watershed. 

Section  8  of  the  Flood  Control  Act  of  1936  (49  Stat.  1596),  provides 
that  the  authority  conferred  by  that  act  and  any  funds  appropriated 
pursuant  thereto  for  expenditure  are  supplemental  to  all  other 
authority  and  appropriations  relating  to  the  departments  or  agencies 
concerned.  By  this  action,  the  committee  feels  that  the  Congress 
made  clear  that  funds  appropriated  pursuant  to  the  flood-control  acts 
are  intended  to  be  available  for  financing  the  Federal  portion  of  work 
included  in  each  authorized  watershed  improvement  program. 

It  is  the  intention  of  the  committee  that  the  funds  appropriated  to 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  for  flood-control  purposes  be  available 
for  financing  the  Federal  portion  of  all  of  the  fire-control  and  other  work 
included  in  the  approved  programs  of  watershed  works  of  improvement 
authorized  by  the  flood-control  acts. 

SOIL  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 

Last  year  the  hearings  indicated  the  possibility  that  in  administer¬ 
ing  the  several  activities  which  have  been  placed  under  the  administra¬ 
tive  authority  and  the  control  of  the  Soil  Conservation  Service,  the 
well-recognized  principle  of  expending  no  more  for  a  given  activity 
than  the  Congress  has  specifically  appropriated  therefor  was  not  being 
too  strictly  observed.  The  General  Accounting  Office  was  requested 
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to  make  an  investigation  during  the  past  summer  to  determine  whether 
funds  appropriated  for  certain  specific  purposes  were  being  expended 
for  purposes  for  which  they  had  not  been  specifically  provided.  The 
report  of  the  General  Accounting  Office  indicated  a  number  of  prac¬ 
tices  which  might  be  designated  as  improper,  if  not  irregular.  A  sum¬ 
mary  of  the  report  of  the  General  Accounting  Office  is  to  be  found  in 
the  hearings  on  pages  545  to  550,  Pt.  2.  To  the  question  pro¬ 
pounded  at  the  conclusion  of  that  report  whether  the  Soil  Conserva¬ 
tion  Service  has  used  the  several  appropriations  for  the  several 
activities  within  its  jurisdiction  in  such  manner  and  under  such 
accounting  measures  as  would  enable  that  bureau  to  give  an  accurate 
accounting  to  the  Congress  of  its  use  of  each  of  the  several  appropria¬ 
tions,  the  investigator  from  the  General  Accounting  Office  replied 
that  their  investigation  convinced  him  that  they  had  not.  The 
investigator’s  report  disclosed  that  at  the  beginning  of  the  fiscal  year 
1948  the  Soil  Conservation  Service  was  confronted  with  the  necessity 
of  reducing  its  Washington  personnel  for  the  reason  that  the  Congress 
had  substantially  reduced  the  allowance  for  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

It  was  disclosed  that  one  of  the  steps  taken  to  meet  the  reduced 
District  of  Columbia  salary  allowance  was  to  transfer  one  of  the 
employees  from  the  Washington  office  to  an  office  in  the  field  with¬ 
out  having  changed  the  duties  of  such  employee.  It  was  shown  that 
this  employee  had  spent  a  total  of  only  7  days  at  his  new  field  head¬ 
quarters,  but  that  at  least  3  months  of  the  time  since  his  headquarters 
had  been  transferred  to  the  field,  he  had  been  performing  his  duties 
in  the  Washington  office,  living  at  home  with  his  family,  and  while 
so  doing,  receiving  the  per  diem  allowance  for  employees  in  a  travel 
status.  The  committee  believes  that,  while  this  is  a  single  incident, 
it  is  one  for  which  there  can  be  no  excuse  and  constitutes  an  improper, 
if  not  irregular,  expenditure  of  appropriated  funds.  The  committee 
believes  that  it  is  entirely  possible  to  expend  the  funds  from  the  several 
appropriations  in  this  bureau  in  such  manner  that  a  proper  distribu¬ 
tion  of  the  cost  of  administrative  functions  can  be  made  to  the  several 
activities  served  by  the  central  administrative  units.  The  committee 
has  knowledge  of  accounting  methods,  seemingly  very  superior,  em¬ 
ployed  in  some  of  the  other  agencies  within  the  Department.  It 
believes  that  the  irregularities  occurring  in  the  Soil  Conservation 
Service  can  best  be  remedied  by  a  more  particular  supervision  from 
the  departmental  level  rather  than  by  inclusion  of  a  mandatory  pro¬ 
vision  in  the  bill  itself  which  might  prove  awkward  or  inflexible  in 
execution.  The  committee  will  leave  to  the  Office  of  the  Secretary 
the  administrative  responsibility  of  bringing  about  the  desired  admin¬ 
istrative  practices  in  the  Soil  Conservation  Service. 

SOIL  CONSERVATION  RESEARCH 

The  committee  has  approved  the  budget  estimate  for  $1,048,000  for 
soil  conservation  research,  which  is  the  same  amount  as  the  1948 
appropriation. 
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SOIL  CONSERVATION  OPERATIONS 

The  budget  estimate,  as  well  as  the  1948  appropriations,  for  soil 
conservation  operations  is  in  the  sum  of  $38,000,000.  The  com¬ 
mittee  has  recommended  an  increase  of  $6,000,000  above  the  budget 
estimate  which  will  provide  a  total  appropriation  of  $44,000,000.  This 
increase  will  enable  the  Service  to  assign  technical  assistants  to  a  very 
substantial  number  of  new  soil  conservation  districts.  These  dis¬ 
tricts  are  being  organized  in  increasing  numbers  amounting  to  approxi¬ 
mately  250  new  districts  during  the  fiscal  year  1947.  The  average 
number  of  farms  per  district  runs  between  2,300  and  2,400  with  a  total 
acreage  in  farms  in  each  district  averaging  about  350,000  acres. 
Experience  has  shown  that  the  average  cost  of  rendering  assistance  to 
a  soil  conservation  district  is  about  $20,000  per  annum. 

LAND  UTILIZATION  AND  RETIREMENT  OF  SUBMARGINAL  LAND 

The  budget  estimate  for  land  utilization  and  retirement  of  sub¬ 
marginal  land  is  in  the  sum  of  $1,564,000  which  represents  a  decrease 
of  $36,000  under  the  1948  appropriation.  This  decrease  represents 
the  cost  of  administering  the  Crab  Orchard  project  which  has  been 
transferred  to  the  Department  of  the  Interior  in  accordance  with  the 
act  of  August  5,  1947.  The  pending  bill  includes  a  recommendation 
of  $1,000,000  for  this  activity,  or  a  reduction  of  $564,000  under  the 
budget  estimate.  The  committee  believes  that  this  activity  is  very 
largely  overstaffed,  both  in  Washington  and  in  the  field,  with  high- 
salaried  personnel  which  can  be  very  substantially  reduced  without 
any  reduction  in  the  effectiveness  of  the  services  required. 

PRODUCTION  AND  MARKETING  ADMINISTRATION 

The  Production  and  Marketing  Administration  is  one  of  the  largest 
administrative  units  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture.  Within  this 
over-all  administrative  set-up  are  carried  on  all  of  the  activities  of  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation,  the  AAA  payments  program,  the 
Sugar  Act,  the  activities  financed  from  section  32  funds,  the  School 
Lunch  Act,  and  the  several  marketing  services.  Each  of  several 
branches  set  up  under  the  Production  and  Marketing  Administration 
administers  all  of  the  appropriations  and  funds  having  to  do  with 
activities  falling  within  the  purview  of  the  particular  branch.  For 
example,  the  Fruit  and  Vegetable  Branch  administers  the  market 
news  service  on  fruits  and  vegetables,  the  inspection  and  certification 
on  fruits  ana  vegetables  appropriated  for  under  “Market  inspection  of 
farm  products,”  the  standardization  and  marketing  research  on  fresh 
fruits  and  vegetables  appropriated  for  under  “Marketing  farm  prod¬ 
ucts,”  the  administration  of  marketing  regulations  pertaining  to  fruits 
and  vegetables  under  the  Perishable  Agricultural  Commodity  Act, 
etc.  Mlowances  are  made  to  the  Fruit  and  Vegetable  Branch  from 
appropriations  and  funds  referred  to  for  the  work  provided  for  fruits 
and  vegetables  under  the  several  appropriations  or  funds.  The  same 
administrative  plan  is  followed  with  respect  to  other  commodities  and 
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activities,  for  example,  there  are  the  Livestock  Branch,  the  Grain 
Branch,  the  Poultry  Branch,  the  Cotton  Branch,  etc.,  each  of  which 
has  its  allotments  from  the  several  appropriations  for  work  on  the 
commodity  or^product  related  to  its  branch.  While  it  is  believed 
possible,  if  not  probable,  that  this  plan  of  organization  results  in  a 
greater  administrative  efficiency,  it  requires  a  very  high  degree  of 
administrative  ability  to  carry  it  out  and  also  calls  for  absolute 
integrity  on  the  part  of  the  administrative  personnel  to  assure  that 
the  expenditure  of  funds  will  be  in  accordance  with  the  specific- 
amounts  that  Congress  has  provided  under  the  several  appropriations. 
The  committee  has  reason  to  believe  that  a  very  high  degree  of  effi¬ 
ciency  and  administrative  ability  as  well  as  integrity  of  purpose  are 
being  applied  to  carry  out  this  administrative  plan.  It  does  have 
the  virtue  that  when  a  Member  of  Congress  or  a  private  citizen  wishes 
to  take  up  some  matter  pertaining,  for  example,  to  wheat  or  some 
other  grain,  he  needs  only  to  call  the  Grain  Branch  where  every  aspect 
of  the  Department’s  responsibility  with  respect  to  all  grains  is 
centered.  The  same  observation  would  apply  to  any  other  com¬ 
modity. 

COMMODITY  CREDIT  CORPORATION 

The  committee  has  allowed  the  budget  estimate  of  $7,575,000  of 
the  Corporation’s  funds  for  administrative  expenses  of  the  Corpora¬ 
tion.  This  sum  is  $875,000  less  than  was  allowed  last  year  for  the 
fiscal  year  1948.  The  Corporation  reports,  however,  that  it  has 
already  effected  a  reduction  of  $600,000  in  the  administrative  costs 
of  the  current  fiscal  year  and  that  amount  has  been  returned  to  the 
general  funds  of  the  Corporation. 

The  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  is  authorized  to  borrow  and 
have  outstanding  a  maximum  of  $4,750,000,000  at  any  one  time.  On 
June  30,  1947,  borrowings  against  this  authorization  amounted  to 
$550,330,021.  New  borrowings  are  estimated  at  $774,000,000  for 
1948,  and  $1,160,000,000  for  1949,  and  outstanding  borrowings  are 
estimated  at  $261,000,000  as  of  June  30,  1948,  and  $181,985,000  as  of 
June  30,  1949.  In  addition  to  the  above  borrowing  authorizations 
the  act  of  February  18,  1946  (Public  Law  301,  79th  Cong.),  made 
$500,000,000  available,  to  be  held  as  a  reserve  for  postwar  price  sup¬ 
port  of  agriculture,  against  which  $50,950,696  of  losses  were  charged 
during  the  fiscal  year  1947;  additional  charges  are  estimated  at 
$91,405,456  for  1948  and  $80,8S3,000  for  1949.  Exclusive  of  funds 
used  to  repay  borrowings  and  to  return  capital  surplus  to  the  United 
States  Treasury,  funds  to  be  used  in  carrying  out  the  Corporation’s 
activities  are  estimated  to  aggregate  $3, *143, 064, 791  for  fiscal  year 
1948  and  $3,400,578,230  for  fiscal  year  1949. 

AAA  FARM  PROGRAM  PAYMENTS 

A  year  ago  the  Congress  authorized  a.farm  program  in  not  to  exceed 
$150,000,000  for  the  crop  year  1948.  The  budget  has  estimated  and 
the  committee  has  included  in  the  pending  bill  an  appropriation  for 
that  amount.  The  committee  has  included  in  the- bill  an  authoriza¬ 
tion  for  the  program  for  the  crop  year  1949  in  not  to  exceed  the  sum 
of  $225,000,000.  The  committee  has  approved  the  budget  amount 
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of  $24,500,000  for  salaries  and  other  administrative  expenses  for 
carrying  out  the  program.  This  is  the  amount  provided  for  admin¬ 
istrative  expenses  for  the  current  year.  The  committee  has  approved 
the  budget  proposal  to  reduce  the  amount  available  for  administrative 
expenses  at  the  State  and  national  levels  from  $7,080,813  as  provided 
for  the  current  year  to  $7,000,000. 

,  SUGAR  ACT 

The  committee  has  approved  the  budget  estimate  of  $72,000,000  for 
administering  the  program  under  the  Sugar  Act,  which  is  $17,000,000 
above  the  amount  appropriated  for  1948.  The  latter  figure  includes 
an  increase  of  $16,942,465  for  additional  payments  to  sugar  growers 
based  on  an  anticipated  increase  in  sugar  production  during  the  1948 
crop  year  and  a  carry-over  of  unpaid  obligations  estimated  at  $9,400,- 
000  in  connection  with  previous  year  programs.  There  is  also  an 
increase  of  $61,535  to  cover  increased  administrative  costs  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  additional  responsibilities  under  the  Sugar  Act  of  1948, 
under  titles  II,  III.  and  IV  of  said  act.  There  is  an  off-set  decrease 
of  $400,000  in  the  allotment  for  “International  production  control 
committees, ”  funds  for  which  purpose  are  included  in  the  1949  esti¬ 
mates  of  the  Department  of  State.  There  is  also  an  increase  of 
$1,895  to  cover  additional  expenses  incurred  by  the  General  Account¬ 
ing  Office  in  preauditing  sugar  payments.  Excise  taxes  imposed  on 
sugar  to  provide  sufficient  revenue  for  sugar  payments  and  expenses 
of  operation  of  the  program  have  in  the  past  exceeded  the  total  of  the 
appropriations,  with  the  single  exception  of  the  fiscal  year  1943,  where 
the  revenues  were  slightly  under  the  amount  appropriated.  It  is 
anticipated  that  the  revenues  for  the  current  year  will  more  than 
balance  the  amount  appropriated  for  carrying  out  the  act. 

SECTION  32  FUNDS 

Section  32  of  the  act  of  August  24,  1935,  as  amended  makes  an 
annual  appropriation  of  an  amount  equal  to  30  percent  of  the  gross 
receipts  from  taxes  collected  under  the  Customs  Laws  during  the 
current  year  next  preceding  the  beginning  of  each  fiscal  year.  The 
purpose  of  the  appropriation,  when  originally  enacted,  was  to  elimi¬ 
nate  farm  surpluses  (1)  by  encouraging  the  exportation  of  agricultural 
commodities  through  the  payment  of  export  bonuses  or  by  payments 
to  producers  in  connection  with  the  production  of  that  part  of  any 
agricultural  commodity  required  for  domestic  consumption  or  (2)  to 
encourage  the  domestic  consumption  of  such  commodities  by  divert¬ 
ing  them  from  the  normal  channels  of  trade  in  commerce  through 
the  payment  of  benefits  or  indemnities  or  by  increasing  their  utiliza¬ 
tion  through  benefits,  indemnities,  donations,  or  by  other  means, 
among  persons  in  low-income  groups.  Another  purpose  was  to 
reestablish  farmers’  purchasing  power  by  making  payments  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  normal  production  of  any  agricultural  commodity 
for  domestic  consumption. 

Thirty  percent  of  the  presently  estimated  amount  of  customs 
receipts  for  the  calendar  year  1947  is  $135,000,000  and  that  sum 
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becomes  the  amount  of  the  permanent  appropriation  known  as 
“Section  32  funds”  for  the  fiscal  year  1949.  The  President’s  budget 
sets  up  an  amount  of  $44,000,000  as  the  total  amount  estimated  by  the 
executive  department  to  be  required  under  the  terms  of  section  32  for 
expenditure  during  the  fiscal  year  1949.  The  budget  proposes  that 
the  balance  of  the  appropriation,  or  $91,000,000,  shall  be  rescinded 
effective  July  1,  1948,  and  be  carried  to  the  surplus  fund  and  covered 
into  the  Treasury.  The  committee  has  rejected  the  President’s 
proposal  with  respect  to  this  permanent  appropriation.  It  has  ear¬ 
marked  $65,000,000  of  this  permanent  appropriation  for  the  national 
school-lunch  program  and  has  deleted  the  language  submitted  by  the 
budget  which  would  rescind  any  portion  of  the  appropriation.  This 
will  result  in  definitely  earmarking  a  total  of  $109,000,000,  leaving  the 
remainder  of  $26,000,000  available  for  expenditure  for  any  of  the 
authorized  purposes  set  up  by  section  32  for  which  needs  may  arise 
in  the  future. 

The  committee  believes  that  greater  emphasis  should  be  placed  by 
the  Department  on  the  application  of  section  32  funds  to  perishable 
products  than  has  been  the  case  in  the  past.  It  believes  that  the 
producer  of  perishable  commodities  is  as  much  entitled  to  the  benefits 
of  this  fund  as  are  the  producers  of  the  nonperishable  crops. 

The  committee’s  attention  has  been  repeatedly  called  in  recent 
years  to  the  complaints  of  manufacturers  of  insulating  materials  not 
made  of  cotton  to  what  these  manufacturers  assert  amounts  to  unfair 
competition  from  the  manufacturers  of  cotton  insulation  because  the 
latter  have  enjoyed,  exclusively,  a  very  substantial  subsidy.  When 
this  subsidy  was  begun  a  number  of  years  ago,  cotton  was  then  in 
surplus  and  economical  processes  of  manufacturing  insulation  from 
cotton  had  not  yet  been  developed.  Competing  manufacturers 
assert  that  in  view  of  the  present  high  prices  of,  and  strong  world 
demand  for,  cotton  and  of  the  perfection  of  the  process  for  the  making 
of  cotton  insulation,  these  subsidies  ought  to  be  eliminated  in  the 
interest  of  fair  competition.  The  committee  has  the  assurance  that 
these  subsidies  are  paid  in  a  constantly  diminishing  ratio.  It  has  not 
inserted  a  provision  forbidding  the  payment  of  such  bonuses,  although 
such  a  provision  was  seriously  considered.  It  expects,  however,  that 
the  fiscal  year  1949  shall  mark  the  conclusion  of  the  payments  of  these 
bonuses. 

NATIONAL  SCHOOL  LUNCH  ACT 

The  budget  has  proposed  a  direct  appropriation  of  $65,000,000  for 
the  school-lunch  program  for  the  fiscal  year  1949.  This  compares 
with  the  provision  in  the  1948  bill  earmarking  $65,000,000  of  section 
32  funds.  As  indicated  above  the  bill  carries  a  recommendation  to 
earmark  $65,000,000  of  section  32  money  for  the  school-lunch  program 
for  the  fiscal  year  1949,  in  lieu  of  the  direct  appropriation  proposed 
by  the  budget.  The  bill  carries  the  usual  provision  that  no  part  of 
the  funds  made  available  shall  be  used  for  nonfood  assistance  under 
section  5  of  the  National  School  Lunch  Act. 

MARKETING  SERVICES 

Market  news  service. — The  committee  has  approved  thp.  budget  esti¬ 
mate  of  $1,626,250  for  the  market  news  service.  This  sum  includes 
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an  increase  of  $18,000  for  with  in-grade  salary  advancements  and 
$42,000  for  additional  operating  costs  incident  to  compiling  and  fur¬ 
nishing  market  reports  under  services  already  established.  This 
increase  reflects  increases  in  telegraphic  rates,  cost  of  supplies,  etc. 
In  addition  to  the  budget  amount  of  $1,626,250,  the  bill  includes 
$41,000  above  the  budget,  of  which  $17,000  is  for  livestock  market 
news  service  at  Memphis,  Tenn.;  $12,000  is  for  dairy  and  poultry 
market  news  at  Jackson,  Miss.;  and  $12,000  is  for  fruit  and  vegetable 
market  news,  also  at  Jackson,  Miss. 

Market  inspection  of  farm,  products. — The  committee  has  approved 
the  budget  estimate  of  $712,000  for  market  inspection  of  farm  products 
which  is  the  same  amount  as  the  1948  appropriation.  This  is  one  of 
the  many  valuable  services  performed  for  the  agricultural' producer. 
The  inspections  are  made  upon  request  of  the  producers  who  pay  a 
specified  nominal  fee.  It  provides  an  impartial  inspection  and  grading 
service  for  farm  products  on  the  basis  of  United  States  standards  as  to 
class,  quality,  and  conditions  which  place  the  producers  in  a  much 
better  advantage  in  the  marketing  of  their  products.  The  total  of  fees 
collected  and  returned  to  the  Treasury  under  this  activity  in  the  fiscal 
year  1947  is  $512,604  as  against  total  obligations  under  the  appropri¬ 
ated  funds  of  $589,290.  Thus,  in  that  year  this  activity  was  87  per¬ 
cent  self-supporting. 

Marketing  farm  products. — The  committee  has  approved  the  budget 
estimate  of  $1,222,500  for  researches  on  the  subject  of  marketing  farm 
products.  These  are  researches  of  the  kind  and  in  the  same  broad 
field  as  those  contemplated  under  title  II  of  the  Research  and  Market¬ 
ing  Act.  The  appropriations  made  under  title  II  of  the  latter  act  are 
of  course  supplementary  and  in  addition  to  appropriations  made  under 
the  foregoing  caption.  All  such  researches,  however,  whether  financed 
from  this  appropriation  or  from  an  allotment  from  the  appropriation 
made  from  the  Research  and  Marketing  Act,  are  carried  out  by  this 
Division  of  the  Production  and  Marketing  Administration,  and 
supposedly  in  such  manner  and  under  such  control  as  to  avoid  dupli¬ 
cation  or  the  augmentation  of  funds  provided  for  a  particular  research 
under  one  appropriation  by  means  of  any  allotment  from  the  other. 
It  is  noteworthy  in  this  connection  that  for  the  fiscal  year  1948  there 
is  an  appropriation  of  $1,149,500  under  this  head,  while  allotments 
from  the  appropriation  for  the  Research  and  Marketing  Act 
to  this  same  Division  for  other  researches  in  this  field  total  $1,219,550, 
thus  the  effect  of  appropriations  made  for  the  current  fiscal  year  under 
the  Research  and  Marketing  Act  has  been  to  increase  by  more  than 
100  percent  the  researches  in  the  field  of  marketing  farm  products. 

Tobacco  acts. — The  committee  has  allowed  the  budget  estimate  of 
$1,552,000  for  administering  the  tobacco  acts,  which  is  the  same 
amount  as  the  1948  appropriation.  Section  5  of  the  Tobacco  In¬ 
spection  Act  of  1935  provides: 

That  no  fee  or  charge  shall  be  imposed  or  collected  for  inspection  or  certification 
under  this  section  at  any  designated  auction  market. 

Where  services  are  provided  upon  request  for  nondesignated 
markets,  the  cost  of  the  inspection  is  reimbursed  to  the  appropriation 
by  the  producer.  Such  reimbursements  amounted  in  1947  to  $134,047. 
Fees  for  the  cost  of  supervising  the  inspectors  assigned  under  the. 
reimbursable  work  were  collected  and  covered  into  the  Treasury  in 
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the  sum  of  $6,134.  There  was  also  recovered  in  that  year  $900  from 
the  sale  of  tobacco  samples  after  they  had  served  their  purpose  in 
connection  with  the  preparation  and  demonstration  of  standards. 

Cotton  statistics,  classing.  standards  and  futures  acts. — The  com¬ 
mittee  has  approved  the  budget  estimate  of  $1,399,000  for  cotton 
statistics,  classing,  standards  and  futures  acts,  which  is  the  same 
amount  as  the  1948  appropriation.  A  goodly  portion  of  the  number 
of  activities  carried  on  under  this  appropriation  is  reimbursed  through 
the  collection  of  fees.  For  the  fiscal  year  1947  the  total  revenue 
earned  from  the  collection  of  fees  was  $368,139.54.  In  addition 
receipts  from  the  sale  of  cotton  samples  accumulated  as  a  result  of 
the  work  done  under  this  appropriation  resulted  for  that  same  year  in 
an  estimated  amount  of  $377,449.21,  making  a  total  reimbursement  to 
the  Treasury  of  $745,588.75,  which  is  57  percent  of  the  expenditures 
from  appropriated  funds  for  that  year. 

Marketing  regulatory  acts. — The  bill  has  heretofore  carried  special 
appropriations  for  consideration  for  the  enforcement  of  marketing 
regulations  under  seven  different  acts.  The  current  bill  has  consoli¬ 
dated  the  seven  special  paragraphs  into  a  single  paragraph  which 
enumerates  the  several  acts  and  makes  a  single  lump-sum  appropria¬ 
tion  for  the  carrying  out  of  all  of  them.  These  acts  and  the  amounts 
appropriated  for  nine  of  them  in  the  current  fiscal  year  are  as  follows: 
Perishable  Agricultural  Commodities,  Produce  Agency,  and  Standard 


Container  Acts _  $294,  000 

United  States  Grain  Standards  Act _  1,  128,  000 

Federal  Seed  Act _ 152,  250 

Packers  and  Stockyards  Act _  528,  000 

United  States  Warehouse  Act _ 585,  000 

Naval  Stores  Act _  41,  000 

Insecticide  Act  (to  consolidate  certain  marketing  service  sub¬ 
appropriations) _ 368,  500 


Total  available _ _ _  3,  096,  750 


The  budget  estimate  for  1949  is  $3,178,350,  or  an  increase  of  $81,600 
over  the  total  of  the  seveial  amounts  for  1948.  The  1949  budget 
estimate  includes  an  increase  of  $125,000  to  carry  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act  of  1947,  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  which  is  to  prevent  the  manufacture  and  sale  of  adulterated 
rodenticides,  herbicides,  and  devices  to  control  pests  through  the 
development  of  new  testing  methods  and  more  effective  enforcement 
operations.  There  are  two  offsetting  decreases,  one  of  $41,600  to 
eliminate  a  nonrecurring  item  provided  in  1948  for  replacement  of 
worn-out  equipment  under  the  United  States  Grains  Standards  Act, 
and  another  of  $1,800  to  eliminate  a  nonrecurring  item  in  1948  for 
replacement  of  automobiles  under  the  Naval  Stores  Act.  The  com¬ 
mittee  has  approved  all  of  the  budget  changes  and  for  that  purpose 
has  included  in  the  bill  the  budget  estimate,  $3,178,350. 

Freight  rates  for  far 7n  products. — This  item  has  been  transferred  to 
and  consolidated  with  the  appropriation  “Marketing  farm  products.” 
The  amount  of  $138,000  appropriated  for  this  activity  for  the  fiscal 
year  1948  is  set  up  in  the  same  amount  for  1949  in  the  schedule  of 
allotments  under  the  appropriation  paragraph  to  which  it  has  been 
transferred. 
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COMMODITY  EXCHANGE  AUTHORITY 

The  committee  lias  approved  the  budget  estimate  of  $530,000  for 
administration  of  Commodity  Exchange  Act  which  is  the  same  amount 
as  the  1945  appropriation.  This  is  a  more  or  less  routine  activity  of 
the  Department  which  has  been  carried  on  from  year  to  year  at 
approximately  the  same  level  of  appropriations  for  which  funds  are 
included  in  the  pending  bill.  Under  this  appropriation  the  Secretary 
designates  commodity  exchanges  as  contract  markets  and  maintains 
an  annual  registration  of  futures,  commission  merchants,  and  floor 
brokers.  He  supervises  futures  trading  through  such  means  as  the 
compilation,  audit,  tabulation,  and  review  of  trade  reports;  the 
establishment  and  enforcement  of  speculative  limits;  the  review  of 
market  news  and  letters;  the  maintenance  of  quotation  and  ticker 
services;  the  analysis  of  cash  commodity  transactions;  etc.  He  also 
endeavors  to  prevent  the  misuse  of  customers’  funds  through  the 
audit  and  examination  of  the  books  of  futures  commission  merchants 
and  the  analysis  of  brokers’  financial  statements.  He  also  under¬ 
takes  the  investigation  and  control  of  trade  practices  and  prepares  and 
presents  the  evidence  of  violations  in  hearings  conducted  with  respect 
thereto. 

FARMERS  HOME  ADMINISTRATION 

Loans. — The  committee  has  approved  the  budget  estimate  of 
$15,000,000  for  loans  to  tenant  farmers  for  purchase  of  farms.  The 
hearings  disclosed  that  under  the  provisions  of  the  act,  which  gives 
priority  to  veterans,  very  little,  if  any,  of  this  money  would  become 
available  to  nonveterans.  The  amount  approved  is  the  same  as  the 
1948  appropriation.  The  budget  has  estimated  $75,000,000  for  pro¬ 
duction  and  subsistence  loans,  which  is  $15,000,000  above  the  amount 
appropriated  for  1948.  The  committee  has  approved  the  latter 
amount,  or  a  reduction  under  the  budget  of  $15,000,000. 

Salaries  and  expenses. — The  budget  estimate  for  salaries  and 
expenses  is  $23,000,000.  The  amount  of  the  1948  appropriation  is 
$21,000,000.  The  committee  has  approved  the  sum  of  $22,000,000. 
It  has  also  approved  the  budget  provision  transferring  $120,000  of  the 
fees  and  administrative  expenses  which  are  collected  and  deposited 
to  the  farm  tenant  mortgage  insurance  administrative  fund,  in 
accordance  with  subsections  (d)  and  (e)  of  section  12  of  the  Bankliead- 
Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act.  These  funds  will  be  used  for  salaries  and 
expenses  for  the  making  and  servicing  of  insured  mortgages. 

Mortgage  insurance  fund. — Last  year  the  budget  estimate  for  the 
establishment  of  the  farm  tenant  mortgage  insurance  fund  was  in  the 
sum  of  $15,000,000.  The  Congress  appropriated  $1,000,000.  The 
amount  so  appropriated  appears  to  have  been  sufficient  to  meet  all 
requirements  and  the  budget  reports  that  no  additional  appropriation 
will  be  required  during  the  fiscal  year  1949. 

Water  facilities,  arid  and  semiarid  areas. — The  committee  has  ap¬ 
proved  the  budget  estimate  of  $1,750,000  for  water  facilities,  arid  and 
semiarid  areas,  which  is  the  same  amount  as  the  1948  appropriation. 
This  fund  has  proven  very  useful  in  connection  with  the  development 
and  utilization  of  limited  agricultural  water  supplies  in  the  arid  and 
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semiarid  areas  of  17  Western  States.  Farmstead  loans  and  individual 
loans  are  made  to  individual  farmers  or  ranchmen  or  to  groups  of  from 
2  to  100  or  more  farmers  when  water  resources  are  limited  or  costly 
for  the  individuals  to  develop  alone.  As  of  June  30,  1947,  the  total  of 
the  loan  advances  was  $7,215,275.  The  matured  principal  amounted 
to  a  total  of  $3,372,332  while  the  total  repayments  on  the  agriculture 
principal  was  $3,455,025,  or  102.5  percent  of  the  total  principal  due  on 
that  date. 

RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION  ADMINISTRATION 

The  committee  has  approved  the  budget  estimate  of  $5,000,000  for 
salaries  and  expenses  for  the  Rural  Electrification  Administration, 
which  is  the  same  amount  as  the  1948  appropriation.  The  reported 
bill  provides  a  total  loan  authorization  of  $400,000,000,  which  is 
$100,000,000  in  excess  of  the  budget  estimate  and  $175,000,000  above 
the  amount  authorized  for  the  current  fiscal  year.  The  hearings 
disclose  some  improvement  in  the  availability  of  materials  for  the 
construction  of  REA  projects,  shortages  in  which  have  been  the  prin¬ 
cipal  cause  of  the  delay  in  expending  the  funds  as  rapidly  as  they 
have  been  authorized.  Funds  heretofore  authorized  and  allocated  to 
individual  projects,  but  which  have  not  been  advanced  because  of 
construction  delays  due  to  lack  of  materials  or  for  other  causes,  total 
$374,467,000  as  of  March  8,  1948.  An  additional  $61,922,000  of  funds 
heretofore  authorized  have  not  been  allocated  to  individual  projects, 
making  a  grand  total  of  funds  provided,  but  unused,  of  $436,389,000. 
Witnesses  advocating  the  authorization  of  additional  loan  funds  in 
the  face  of  the  situation  where  material  for  the  projects  cannot  be 
obtained  for  a  long  time  after  the  authorization  is  made  justify  their 
requests  on  the  representation  that  unless  the  cooperative  has  a  loan 
contract  with  the  REA,  definitely  earmarking  a  particular  sum  to  the 
project,  it  cannot  place  orders  for  material  with  firms  producing  such 
material.  It  is  contended  that  the  private  utilities  are  not  handi¬ 
capped  by  a  similar  inability  to  place  orders  and  that  under  such 
circumstances  the  REA  cooperatives  are  under  a  decided  disadvantage, 
and  there  ensues,  unnecessarily,  substantial  delays  in  providing  the 
farmers  with  needed  electric  service. 

FEDERAL  CROP  INSURANCE  CORPORATION 

The  committee  has  approved  the  budget  estimate  of  $3,725,000  for 
operating  and  administrative  expenses  of  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation,  which  is  $1,275,000  less  than  the  1948  appropriation. 
There  is  a  decrease  of  $1,475,000  due  to  elimination  of  the  cost  of 
completing  the  1947  crop-year  program  in  areas  where  insurance  will 
no  longer  be  offered.  There  is  an  offsetting  increase  of  $200,000  for 
expenses  in  connection  with  selling  approximately  4,000  wheat  con¬ 
tracts  written  in  the  fiscal  year  1946  which  expire  in  the  fiscal  year 
1948.  The  committee  believes  that  under  the  amended  act  and  under 
the  present  administration  of  that  act,  the  outlook  for  the  success 
of  the  crop-insurance  program  is  very  optimistic.  The  committee 
has  been  well  impressed  with  the  administration  of  the  present  Man¬ 
ager  of  the  Corporation,  namely,  Mr.  G.  F.  Geissler,  who  made  a  most 
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gratifying  presentation  to  the  committee  of  the  condition  of  the 
Corporation  and  of  the  progress  being  made  in  testing  the  pro¬ 
cedures  and  policies  bearing  promise  of  success  in  a  field  which  has 
heretofore  been  marked  by  discouragement  and  a  very  substantial 
degree  of  failure.  The  net  capital  position  of  the  Corporation  at  the 
end  of  the  fiscal  year  1948  is  estimated  to  be  $38,859,760  and  at  the 
end  of  the  fiscal  year  1949,  $41,379,760. 

The  Corporation  is  currently  operating  insurance  programs  on  six 
crops  for  the  crop  year  1948.  The  program  is  being  offered  in  411 
counties  with  an  estimated  total  of  211,700  contracts  in  force.  Rates 
vary  with  the  risks  and  productivity  of  the  various  areas.  Various 
types  of  insurance  programs  are  offered.  These  programs  include  low 
premium  and  low  coverage,  area  coverage,  investment,  yield,  and 
reinsurance  to  provide  various  degrees  and  types  of  coverage  to  meet 
the  needs  of  differing  farm  areas.  The  multiple  crop  policy  is  also 
being  developed  for  use  in  general  farming  areas  where  several  crops 
constitute  the  major  source  of  agricultural  income. 

LIMITATIONS  AND  LEGISLATIVE  PROVISIONS 

The  following  limitations  and  legislative  provisions  not  heretofore 
carried  in  connection  with  any  appropriation  bill  are  recommended: 

On  page  4  of  the  bill,  lines  3  to  7,  inclusive: 

Within  the  funds  available  to  the  Department,  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  may 
fix  the  compensation  of  not  to  exceed  ten  persons,  without  regard  to  the  maximum 
payable  under  existing  law,  to  serve,  without  regard  to  civil-service  laws,  in  any 
positions  in  the  Department. 

On  pages  5  and  6  of  the  bill,  from  line  24  on  page  5  to  and  including 
line  3  on  page  6,  in  connection  with  the  appropriation  for  the  Research 
and  Marketing  Act: 

( but  amounts  made  available  to  the  Office  of  the  Secretary,  Office  of  the  Solicitor,  and 
Office  of  Information  shall  not  exceed  those  which  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget,  after  a  hearing  thereon  with  representatives  of  the  Department,  shall  determine ) 

On  page  26  of  the  bill,  lines  2  to  10,  inclusive: 

Provided,  That  the  irrigation  experiment  station  at  Bard,  California,  may  be  sold 
upon  such  terms  as  the  Secretary  deems  advantageous,  and  the  proceeds  of  such  sale 
are  to  be  available  for  the  establishment  and  equipment  of  an  irrigation  station  at  or 
near  Brawley,  California,  or  the  Secretary  may  if  he  deems  it  desirable  exchange  in 
lieu  of  sale  the  Bard  Station  for  a  suitable  site  or  facilities  at  or  near  Brawley,  and 
in  connection  with  the  establishment  of  the  new  station  the  Secretary  may  accept 
donations: 

On  page  43  of  the  bill,  lines  12  to  18,  inclusive: 

:  Provided  further,  That  hereafter  funds  appropriated  for  the  Yazoo  and  Little  Talla¬ 
hatchie  watersheds  shall  be  available  for  work  projects  in  all  areas  up  to  that  over  which 
the  War  Department  has  jurisdiction  and  responsibility  or  to  carry  out  emergency 
measures  authorized  by  section  7  of  the  Act  of  June  28,  1938  (52  Stat.  1225),  as 
amended. 

On  page  56  of  the  bill,  lines  11  to  15,  inclusive,  under  the  appropria¬ 
tion  for  administrative  expenses  of  the  Farmers’  Home  Administration 
and  in  connection  with  fees  and  charges  collected  under  mortgage  loan 
insurance: 

together  with  a  transfer  to  this  appropriation  item  of  not  to  exceed  $ 120.000  of  the  fees 
and  administrative  expense  charges  made  available  by  subsections  (d)  and  (e)  of 
section  12  of  the  Bankhead- J ones  Farm  Tenant  Act,  as  amended. 
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Committee’ s  action  on  Budget  increases  and  decreases 


[Note.— The  increases  and  decreases  shown  are  based  on  comparison  with  the  amounts  available  in  1948] 


Item 

Budget  in¬ 
crease  (+)  or 
decrease  (— ), 
compared  with 
amount  avail¬ 
able,  1948 

Recommendation  of  committee 

OFFICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 

Salaries  and  expenses: 

Elimination  of  nonrecurring  item  provided  in  1948 
for  replacement  of  Secretary’s  official  automobile... 
To  round  off  appropriation  total . . 

-$3,000 

-836 

lApproved  and  additional  cut 
)  of  $50,000  imposed. 

PENALTY  MAIL  (SEC.  2,  PUBLIC  LAW  364, 
78TH  CONG.) 

To  cover  increase  in  mailing  rate  from  $18.60  to  $20  per 
thousand. 

To  meet  costs  of  additional  mailings  incident  to  increase 
proposed  in  the  1949  budget. 

+252, 870 

+9, 130 

Entire  appropriation  elimi¬ 
nated. 

RESEARCH  AND  MARKETING  ACT  OF  1946 

For  payments  to  States  under  title  I,  sec.  9.  __  _ 

+2,  500, 000 
+3,  000, 000 
+1,  500,  000 
+3,  000, 000 

Disallowed. 

For  utilization  research  under  title  I,  sec.  10  (a).  .  _  . 

Do. 

For  research  other  than  utilization  under  title  I,  sec.  10  (b). 
For  marketing  research  and  service  work  under  title  II.. 

Do. 

Approved. 

OFFICE  OF  SOLICITOR 

Increase  in  direct  appropriation:  For  within-grade  salary 
advancements. 

+41,  500 

Budget  reduoed  by  $100,000. 

OFFICE  OF  INFORMATION 

Salaries  and  expenses:  To  round  off  appropriation  total.. 

Printing  and  binding: 

For  rebinding  a  minimum  of  library  reference  publi¬ 
cations. 

For  printing  an  increased  number  of  soil  surveys 
ready  for  publication. 

For  publishing  the  more  important  and  urgently 
needed  results  of  research. 

For  stocks  of  new  and  reprinted  farmers’  bulletins... 

-164 

+30, 000 

+44, 500 

+65, 500 

+110,000 

Approved. 

Total  reduction  under  budget 

1  of  $57,000. 

LIBRARY 

Library.. . . . 

The  committee  has  imposed  a 
cut  below  the  budget  of 
$60,000. 

BUREAU  OF  AGRICULTURAL  ECONOMICS 

Economic  investigations.. . 

The  committee  has  imposed  a 
cut  below  the  budget  of 
$88,500. 

* 

OFFICE  OF  FOREIGN  AGRICULTURAL 
RELATIONS 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements . 

+11,  700 

Disapproved.  Salary  increases 
to  be  absorbed. 

EXTENSION  SERVICE 

Payments  to  Puerto  Rico:  To  bring  total  appropriation 
to  amount  authorized  for  1949  by  act  of  Aug.  28, 1937,  to 
help  meet  urgent  food  production,  health,  nutrition, 
and  related  problems. 

+134, 000 

Approved. 

AGRICULTURAL  RESEARCH 
ADMINISTRATION 

Office  of  Administrator 

Elimination  of  nonrecurring  item  provided  in  1948  for 
repairs  and  improvements  of  facilities  at  Agricultural 
Research  Center. 

Elimination  of  nonrecurring  item  provided  for  replace¬ 
ment  of  worn-out  farm  and  other  equipment. 

For  repairs  of  certain  service  buildings  at  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Research  Center  (nonrecurring). 

-54, 200 

-35, 000 

+14,000 

•  Do. 
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Committee’ s  action  on  Budget  increases  and  decreases — Continued 


Item 


Budget  in¬ 
crease  (+)  or 
decrease  (— ), 
compared  with 
amount  avail¬ 
able,  1948 


AGRICULTURAL  RESEARCH 
ADMINISTRATION— Continued 


Special  Research  Fund 


For  replacement  of  worn-out  farm  and  other  equipment . 

For  construction  of  seed  and  equipment  storage  building 
at  the  Soybean  Laboratory. 

For  construction  of  an  incinerator  for  disposing  of  car¬ 
casses  at  the  Disease  Laboratory. 

For  construction  of  a  building  at  the  Poultry  Laboratory 
to  provide  additional  space  fof  experimental  birds  used 
in  the  breeding  program. 

Decrease  for  special  research  projects . . 

Agricultural  research  in  Alaska. - - 


+$17, 000 
+5, 000 

+5, 000 

+23, 000 


-23. 000 


Office  of  Experiment  Stations 

Payments  to  States,  Hawaii,  and  Puerto  Rico:  Increase 
authorized  under  title  I  of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Act, 
approved  June  29, 1935,  to  meet,  in  part,  increased  costs 
of  labor,  equipment,  supplies,  and  maintenance  in  car¬ 
rying  out  the  research  program  of  the  State  agricultural 

,  experiment  stations. 

Administration  of  grants  and  coordination  of  research 
with  States:  Elimination  of  nonrecurring  item,  pro¬ 
vided  in  1948,  to  overcome  a  backlog  in  important  pub¬ 
lications  work. 

Federal  Experiment  Station,  Puerto  Rico:  For  repair  of 
buildings  at  the  Federal  Experiment  Station,  Puerto 
Rico  (nonrecurring). 

Bureau  of  Animal  Industry 

Animal  husbandry: 

For  repair,  reconditioning,  and  improvement  of  facil¬ 
ities  at  field  stations  (nonrecurring). 

Elimination  of  nonrecurring  item,  provided  in  1948, 
for  replacement  of  equipment  and  for  repairs,  re¬ 
conditioning,  and  improvements  at  field  stations. 

Diseases  of  animals: 

For  repairs,  reconditioning,  and  improvement  of  fa¬ 
cilities  at  Agricultural  Research  Center  (nonrecur¬ 
ring). 

Elimination  of  nonrecurring  item,  provided  in  1948, 
for  extension  of  steam  heat  from  central  heating 
plant  to  the  principal  buildings  at  the  Agricultural 
Research  Center. 

Eradication  of  tuberculosis  and  Bang’s  disease: 

Decrease  in  funds  for  tuberculosis  eradication  be¬ 
cause  of  anticipated  decrease  in  incidence  of 
infection. 

Decrease  in  funds  for  Bang’s  disease  eradication  be¬ 
cause  of  inability  to  obtain  sufficient  veterinarians 
to  carry  on  the  program  in  new  areas. 

Inspection  and  quarantine:  To  round  off  appropriation 
total. 

Meat  inspection:  Elimination  of  appropriation  for  a 
working  capital  fund  provided  in  the  1948  Agricultural 
Appropriation  Act  for  financing  meat-inspection  serv¬ 
ices,  effective  July  1, 1947,  by  reimbursement  from  fees 
charged  packers  for  services  rendered. 

Virus  Serum  Toxin  Act:  To  strengthen  inspection  of 
production  of  hog-cholera  virus,  anti-hog-cholera  serum, 
and  vaccine  to  insure  against  spread  of  diseases  (includ¬ 
ing  foot-and-mouth  d  isease  should  it  enter  this  country) 
through  contaminated  products. 


+336, 292 


-14, 000 


+10,000 


+211,  500 
-129,400 

+50,000 


-40,000 


-125,000 


-375, 000 

-197 

-5,000,000 

+50,000 


Recommendation  of  committee 


Approved 


The  committee  has  provided 
an  increase  above  the  budget 
of  $41,000,  together  with  au¬ 
thority  to  contract  for  the 
construction  of  buildings,  not 
to  exceed  $300,000. 


Disallowed. 


Approved. 


Do. 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


$25,000  allowed. 
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Committee’ s  action  on  Budget  increases  and  decreases — Continued 


Item 


Budget  in¬ 
crease  (+)  or 
decrease  (— ), 
compared  with 
amount  avail¬ 
able,  1948 


Recommendation 


AGRICULTURAL  RESEARCH 
ADMINISTRATION— Continued 


of  committee 


Bureau  of  Animal  Industry— Continued 

Eradication  of  foot-and-mouth  and  other  contagious  dis¬ 
eases  of  animals:  Apparent  decrease  arising  out  of  the 
elimination  in  1949  of  the  appropriation  under  which 
the  foot-and-mouth  disease  program  was  originally 
handled,  subject  to  adjustment  when  appropriations 
required  in  fiscal  years  1948  and  1949  to  replace  funds 
transferred,  under  authority  of  the  supplemental  appro¬ 
priation  act,  1948,  from  other  funds  and  appropriations, 
can  he  more  definitely  determined.  It  is  proposed  to 
continue  in  1949  the  present  language  authorizing  the 
Secretary  to  transfer  from  other  funds  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  the  amounts  necessary  for  the  control  and  eradi¬ 
cation  program,  pending  the  availability  of  informa¬ 
tion  necessary  for  the  preparation  of  appropriation 
estimates  for  the  1949  program. 

Bureau  of  Dairy  Industry 


— $5, 100, 000 


Approved. 


For  replacement  of  worn-out  farm  and  other  equipment 
(nonrecurring). 

For  repair  and  reconditioning  of  facilities  at  field  stations 
(nonrecurring). 

Elimination  of  nonrecurring  item  provided  in  1948  for 
repair  of  tornado  damage  at  dairy  field  station,  Wood¬ 
ward,  Okla. 


+7, 900 
+31, 100 
-5,  300 


Do. 


Bureau  of  Plant  Industry,  Soils,  and 
Agricultural  Engineering 

Field  crops: 

For  repairs  and  replacements  of  water-supply  sys¬ 
tems  at  2  sugar-plant  field  stations  (nonrecurring). 

For  replacement  of  worn-out  farm  and  other  equip¬ 
ment  (nonrecurring). 

Elimination  of  nonrecurring  item  provided  in  1948 
for  replacement  of  worn-out  automotive,  farm,  and 
other  equipment. 

Fruit,  vegetable,  and  specialty  crops: 

For  mushroom  production  and  disease  investigations . 

For  breeding  high-quality,  disease-resistant  varieties 
of  hops  and  for  developing  improved  disease- 
control  methods  and  production  practices. 

For  replacement  of  worn-out  farm  and  other  equip¬ 
ment  (nonrecurring) . 

For  painting  and  repairing  buildings  and  green¬ 
houses  at  the  Plant  Industry  Station  (nonrecur¬ 
ring). 

Elimination  of  the  nonrecurring  item  provided  in 
1948  for  replacement  of  worn-out  automotive,  farm, 
and  other  equipment. 

Elimination  of  the  nonrecurring  item  provided  in 
1948  for  repair  and  installation  of  utilities  at  the 
Plant  Industry  Station. 

Forest  diseases: 

For  replacement  of  worn-out  field  and  other  equip¬ 
ment  (nonrecurring). 

Elimination  of  nonrecurring  items  provided  in  1948 
for  replacement  of  worn-out  equipment. 

Soils,  fertilizers,  and  irrigation: 

For  soil-management  investigations  on  newly  irri¬ 
gated  lands  in  the  lower  Colorado  River  and  Co¬ 
lumbia  Basin  projects _ 

For  research  to  develop  and  evaluate  slow-acting, 
high-analysis,  synthetic-nitrogen  fertilizers 

For  replacement  of  worn-out  farm  and  other  equip¬ 
ment  (nonrecurring) _ _ 

Elimination  of  nonrecurring  item,  provided  in  1948," 
for  replacement  of  worn-out  automotive,  farm,  and 
other  equipment _ _ _ _ _ 

Agricultural  engineering:  For  replacement  of  worn-out 
farm  and  other  equipment  (nonrecurring). 


+9, 400 
+48, 000 
-36, 000 


Do. 


+10. 000 

+18,000 


+42,500 
+90,  600 


-33,  700 


Approved,  together  with  in- 
.  crease  above  the  budget  of 
$52,600  for  additional  work 
with  potatoes  and  onions. 


-180, 000 


+8,000 

-6, 800 


Approved. 


+80, 000 
+45, 000 
+36, 500 


-23,  500 
+17, 000 


Disapproved.  Authority  given 
to  move  the  Bard,  Calif. 

(station  to  Brawley,  Calif., 
to  exchange  land,  and  to 
contract  for  construction  not 
to  exceed  $100,000. 

Approved.  Additional  sum  of 
$31 ,690  above  budget  granted 
for  increased  investigations 
in  rural  electrification. 
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Committee's  action  on  Budget  increases  and  decreases — Continued 


Item 


Budget  in¬ 
crease  (+)  or 
decrease  (— ), 
compared  with 
amount  avail¬ 
able,  1948 


Recommendation  of  committee 


AGRICULTURAL  RESEARCH 
ADMINISTRATION — Continued 


Bureau  of  Plant  Industry,  Soils,  and 
Agricultural  Engineering— Continued 


National  Arboretum: 

For  preparing  plans  and  specifications  and  develop¬ 
ing  physical  facilities  at  the  Arborotum. 

Elimination  of  nonrecurring  item,  provided  in  1948, 
for  acquisition  of  land. 

Southern  Great  Plains  Field  Station:  Elimination  of 
nonrecurring  item,  provided  in  1948,  for  repairing  tor¬ 
nado  damage  at  Woodward,  Ok  la. 

Bureau  of  Entomology  and  Plant  Quarantine 

Insect  investigations: 

For  repair  and  improvement  of  facilities  at  field 
stations  (nonrecurring). 

For  replacement  of  worn-out  automotive  equipment 
(nonrecurring).  * 

Insect  and  plant  disease  control:  For  additional  control 
operations  on  increased  infestation  of  pink  bollworm. 

Foreign  plant  quarantines: 

For  enforcement  of  Public  Law  290,  80th  Cong.,  re¬ 
garding  entry  of  nursery  stock  into  United  States. 

For  disinfecting  aircraft  moving  between  Hawaii  and 
the  mainland  and  aircraft  entering  United  States 
at  various  southern  ports. 

For  repair  of  plant  quarantine  inspection  house  at 
Hoboken,  N.  J.,  and  6  fumigation  houses  located 
along  Mexican  border  (nonrecurring). 

Elimination  of  nonrecurring  item  provided  in  1948 
for  replacement  of  worn-out  automotive  equip¬ 
ment. 

Bureau  of  Agricultural  and  Industrial  Chemistry 


+$327, 000 
-350, 000 
-45, 600 


+22, 000 
+41,  500 
+319,  500 

+38, 000 
+156,000 

+28,000 

-10,000 


Agricultural  chemical  examinations _ 

Naval  stores  investigations-. . . . — 

Bureau  of  Human  Nutrition  and  Home  Economics 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements . 

Control  of  Forest  Pests 

Forest  Pest  Control  Act:  To  round  oil  appropriation 
total. 

Dutch  elm  disease - - - 

FOREST  SERVICE 

National  forest  protection  and  management: 

To  provide  additional  funds  for  maintenance  of  im¬ 
provements  on  the  national  forests  such  as  lookout 
towers,  buildings,  etc.,  tto  prevent  excessive  de¬ 
terioration. 

To  strengthen  fire-control  work  by  providing,  in  part, 
for  increased  operating  costs. 

To  provide  for  administering  a  steadily  expanding 
timber-sales  business. 

To  strengthen  range  management  and  to  provide 
additional  range  improvements  to  facilitate  the 
management  of  stock  on  national  forest  lands. 

Forest  and  range  management  investigations: 


For  establishment  of  a  forest  research  center  in  Alaska. 
For  fire-control  investigations  in  order  to  develop 
more  effective  and  economical  methods  of  fire 
control. 


Forest  products _ 

Forest  resources  investigations . — . . . — 

Acquisition  of  lands  for  national  forests:  Decrease  in  level 
of  the  1949  acquisition  program. 


+13, 000 
+309 


+100,000 

+200, 000 
+699,  825 
+250, 000 


+50, 000 
+40,  000 


-250, 000 


•Approved. 

Do. 


Approved.  $25,000  is  ear* 
marked  for  mango  fruitfly. 

Approved 


Do. 


These  2  items  consolidated, 
and  the  total  of  the  Budget 
estimate  for  the  2  items 
,  ($664,050)  reduced  by  $75,000. 


Approved. 


Do. 

Reduction  of  $50,000  under 
Budget  improved. 


Do. 


$100,000  allowed. 
$400,000  allowed. 
$125,000  allowed. 


'Approved  $240,000  above  budg¬ 
et  allowed  to  establish  8  new 
stations— Delaware  Basin, 
Ohio,  Michigan,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Oregon,  Washington, 
California,  and  Missouri. 
Additional  $20,000  allowed 
for  station  at  Nacogdoches, 
Tgx. 

Budget  estimate  of  $1,250,000 
reduced  to  $1,000,000. 

Budget  estimate  of  $822,000  re¬ 
duced  to  $750,000. 

Approved. 
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Committee’ s  action  on  Budget  increases  and  decreases- — Continued 


Item 

Budget  in¬ 
crease  (+)  or 
decrease  (— ), 
compared  with 
amount  avail¬ 
able,  1948 

Recommendation  of  committee 

FOREST  SERVICE— Continued 

Fokest  Roads  and  Trails 

Reduction  in  forest  development  road  construction 
program. 

Flood  Control 

-$1,  250,  000 

Approved  leaving  $9,750,000 
as  estimated  by  budget; 
forest  highways  J  reduced 
$300,000  below  budget,  ileav- 
ing  $5,000,000. 

Decrease  in  1949  in  prior  year  balances  available  in  1948 
Increase  in  direct  appropriation,  as  detailed  below 

[-2,  771,  758 
[+6, 000,  000] 

Net  increase  in  funds  available 

[+3,  228,  242] 

+695, 328 

+2,  524,  914 

« 

+8,000 

+2,771,758 

Increase  in  direct  appropriation: 

For  preparing  preliminary  examinations  and  survey 
reports. 

To  accelerate  works  of  improvement  on  the  11 
authorized  watersheds. 

For  increase  in  the  transfer  to  Office  of  Solicitor  to 
cover  necessary  legal  expenses  in  connection  with 
the  flood-control  activities. 

Additional  funds  required  due  to  decrease  in  1949  in 
prior  year  balances  available  in  1948. 

Cut  of  $3,000,000  imposed, 
leaving  appropriation  of 
$6,000,000. 

Soil  Conservation  Service 

Operations . . . 

Land  Utilization  and  Retirement  of  Submarginal 
Land 

Budget  estimate  of  $38,000,000 
mcreased  to  $44,000,000. 

Elimination  of  management  and  maintenance  costs  on 
the  Crab  Orchard  project  in  southern  Illinois  which 
was  transferred  to  the  Department  of  the  Interior  in 
accordance  with  act  of  Aug.  5,  1947  (Public  Law  361. 
80th  Cong.). 

-36, 000 

Approved.  Further  cut  of 
$564,000  imposed,  leaving 
appropriation  of  $1,000,000. 

PRODUCTION  AND  MARKETING 
ADMINISTRATION 

* 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation 

Administrative  expense  limitation: 

Decrease  due  to  liquidation  of  foreign  contract  settle¬ 
ment  activities. 

Decrease  due  to  decrease  in  price-support  purchase 
activities,  foreign  purchases,  and  liquidation  of 
the  food-subsidy  programs. 

[-100,000] 

[-775,000] 

■Approved. 

Conservation  and  Use  of  Agricultural 

Land  Resources 

Reduction  of  the  agricultural  conservation  program  for 
. 1948  crop  year  to  $150,000,000  as  prescribed  by  the 
1948  Agricultural  Appropriation  Act. 

Sugar  Act 

-78, 000, 000 

Approved.  Program  of  $225,- 
000,000  authorized  for  crop 
year  1949. 

For  additional  payments  to  producers  based  on  an 
anticipated  increase  in  sugar  production  during  the 
1948  crop  year  and  a  carry-over  of  unpaid  obligations  in 
connection  with  previous  year. 

For  increased  administrative  costs  imposed  by  the  Su»ar 
Act  of  1948,  including  the  resumption  of'  the  quota 
system,  determination  of  sugar  requirements  for  con- 
S«\and  conductin?  surveys  or  investigations  on 
behalf  of  growers,  processors,  and  laborers. 

Elimination  of  the  allotment  provided  in  1948  for  the 
international  production  control  committees  for  which 
provision  is  made  in  the  1949  estimates  of  the  Depart- 

+16,942,465  ' 

+61, 535 

-4, 000 

L 

Approved. 
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Committee’ s  action  on  Budget  increases  and  decreases — Continued 


Item 


Budget  in¬ 
crease  (+)  or 
decrease  (— ), 
compared  with 
amount  avail¬ 
able,  1948 


PRODUCTION  AND  MARKETING 
ADMINISTRATION— Continued 

Marketino  Services 


Market  news  service: 

For  additional  operating  costs  incident  to  compiling 
and  furnishing  market  reports. 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements _ 


+$42, 000 
+18, 000 


Marketing  farm  products:  Decrease  due  to  final  liquida¬ 
tion  of  food  orders  and  completion  of  investigative  work 
in  connection  with  alleged  violations. 

Marketing  Regulatory  Acts:  E».mination  oi  nonrecur¬ 
ring  items  provided  in  1948  for  replacement  of  worn-out 
laboratory,  grading,  and  automotive  equipment. 

To  carry  out  the  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide 
Act  of  June  25, 1947  (Public  Law  104). 

FARMERS  HOME  ADMINISTRATION 

Production  and  subsistence  loans:  For  making  4,800  new 
loans  for  adjustment  of  farm  operations  and  30,000 
additional  annual  crop  loans  to  eligible  farmers  who  are 
unable  to  obtain  satisfactory  credit  from  other  sources. 

Farm  tenant-mortgage  insurance  fund:  Elimination  of 
the  item  provided  in  1948  for  establishment  of  the  farm 
tenant-mortgage  insurance  fund. 

Salaries  and  expenses: 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements _ _ 

For  making,  assisting,  and  servicing  the  additional 
production  and  subsistence  loans. 

RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION 
ADMINISTRATION 

Loans:  Increase  in  the  authorization  to  borrow  from  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  meet,  in  part,  the  back¬ 
log  of  applications  for  loans  for  the  construction  of 
electric  facilities,  and  for  additional  loans  to  coopera¬ 
tives  to  increase  the  capacity  of  their  electric  systems. 

FEDERAL  CROP  INSURANCE  CORPORATION 

Salaries  and  expenses: 

Elimination  of  the  cost  of  completing  the  1947  crop- 
year  program  in  areas  where  insurance  will  no 
longer  be  offered. 

For  expenses  in  connection  with  selling  approxi¬ 
mately  40,000  wheat  contracts  written  in  fiscal 
year  1946  which  expire  in  fiscal  year  1948. 

Subscription  to  capital  stock:  Elimination  of  item  pro¬ 
vided  in  1948  to  enable  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to 
subscribe  and  pay  for  the  remaining  unsubscribed 
balance  of  the  authorized  capital  stock  of  the  Federal 
Crop  Insurance  Corporation. 

SUGAR  RATIONING  ADMINISTRATION 

Elimination  of  the  program _ _ 


-65, 000 
-43, 400 
+125, 000 

+15,000,000 

-1, 000, 000 

+400, 000  I 

+1,600,000  r 

[+75, 000, 000] 


-1,475,000 


+200, 000 
-10, 000, 000 


-960,000 


i 

Recommendation  of  committee 


Approved.  Further  increases 
allowed— $17,000  for  livestock 
market  news  at  Memphis, 
Tenn.,  $12,000  for  dairy  and 
poultry  market  news,  and 
$12,000  for  fruit  and  vegetable 
market  news  at  Jackson, 
Miss. 

Approved. 


Do. 


Disallowed. 


Approved. 


$1,000,000  increase  over  1948 
allowed. 


Approved  and  an  additional 
$100,000,000  allowed. 


Approved. 


Do. 


/ 
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1  The  appropriations  “agricultural  chemical  investigations”  and  “naval  stores  investigations”  are  combined  in  the  pending  bill,  with 
a  total  appropriation  of  $589,050. 
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1  Funds  in  possession  of,  but  not  belonging  to,  the  Government. 


Comparative  statement  of  the  amounts  appropriated  for  1948,  the  budget  estimates  for  1948,  and  the  amounts  recommended 

in  the  accompanying  bill  for  1949 — Continued 
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'Vr/r")rFT/'>,Tp  •  This  bill  is  given  out  subject  to  release  when  con- 
^  •  sideration  of  it  has  been  completed  by  the  Whole 

Committee.  Please  check  on  such  action  before  release  in  order  to 
be  advised  of  any  changes. 


[FULL  COMMITTEE  PRINT] 

Union  Calendar  No. 

80th  CONGRESS  f  T 
2d  Session 

[Report  No. 


IN  THE  HOUSE  OE  REPRESENTATIVES 

March  16. 1948 

Mr.  Dirksen,  from  the  Committee  on  Appropriations,  reported  the  following 
bill;  which  was  committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union  and  ordered  to  be  printed 


A  BILL 


Making  appropriations  for  the  Department  of  Agriculture  (ex¬ 
clusive  of  the  Earm  Credit  Administration)  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1949,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  fives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled , 

3  That  the  following  sums  are  appropriated,  out  of  any  money 

4  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appr^Wated,  for  the  Depart- 


?« 


5  ment  of  Agriculture  (exclusive  of  the  Farm  Credit  Admin- 
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istration)  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1949,  herein¬ 
after  referred  to  as  the  current  fiscal  year,  namely: 
DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Office  of  the  Secretary 
SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  personal  services  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  hereafter  in  this  Act  referred  to  as  the  Secretary, 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  elsewhere,  and  other  neces¬ 
sary  expenses,  including  the  purchase  of  one  passenger  motor 
vehicle  for  replacement  only;  travel  expenses,  including  ex¬ 
amination  of  estimates  for  appropriations  in  the  field;  station¬ 
ery,  supplies,  materials,  and  equipment;  freight,  express,  and 
drayage  charges;  advertising,  communication  service, 
postage,  washing  towels,  repairs  and  alterations,  and  other 
miscellaneous  supplies  and  expenses  not  otherwise  provided 
for  and  necessary  for  the  practical  and  efficient  work  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture,  hereafter  in  this  Act  referred  to 
as  the  Department,  $2,033,000,  together  with  such  amounts 
from  other  appropriations  or  authorizations  as  are  provided 
in  the  schedules  in  the  Budget  for  the  current  fiscal  year 
for  such  services  and  expenses,  which  several  amounts  or 
portions  thereof  as  may  he  determined  by  the  Secretary 
not  exceeding  ^  total  of  $87,560,  shall  he  transferred  to 
and  made  a  part  of  this  approbation:  Provided,  however, 
That  if  the  total  amounts  of  such  appropriations  or  authori- 


3 


1  zations  for  the  current  fiscal  year  shall  at  any  time  exceed 

2  or  fall  below  the  amounts  estimated,  respectively,  therefor 

3  in  the  Budget  for  such  year,  the  amounts  transferred  or  to 

4  be  transferred  therefrom  to  this  appropriation  shall  be 

5  increased  or  decreased  in  such  amounts  as  the  Director  of 

6  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  after  a  hearing  thereon  with 

7  representatives  of  the  Department  shall  determine  are  appro- 

8  priate  to  the  requirements  as  changed  hy  such  reductions 

9  or  increases  in  such  appropriations  or  authorizations:  Pro- 

10  z tided  further,  That,  of  appropriations  herein  made  which 

11  are  available  for  the  purchase  of  lands,  not  to  exceed  $1 

12  may  be  expended  for  each  option  to  purchase  any  particular 

13  tract  or  tracts  of  land:  Provided  further,  That  no  part  of 

14  the  funds  appropriated  by  this  Act  shall  be  used  for  the 

15  payment  of  any  officer  or  employee  of  the  Department  who, 

16  as  such  officer  or  employee,  or  on  behalf  of  the  Depart- 

17  ment  or  any  division,  commission,  or  bureau  thereof,  issues, 

18  or  causes  to  be  issued,  any  prediction,  oral  or  written,  or 

19  forecast,  except  as  to  damage  threatened  or  caused  by  insects 

20  and  pests,  with  respect  to  future  prices  of  cotton  or  the  trend 

21  of  same :  Provided  f  urther,  That,  except  to  provide  materials 

22  required  in  or  incident  to  research  or  experimental  work 

23  where  no  suitable  domestic  product  i§  available,  no  part  of 

24  the  funds  appropriated  by  this  Act  shall  be  expended  in  the 
• «  ^ 
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purchase  of  twine  manufactured  from  commodities  or 
materials  produced  outside  of  the  United  States. 

Within  the  funds  available  to  the  Department,  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Agriculture  may  fix  the  compensation  of  not  to 
exceed  ten  persons  without  regard  to  the  maximum  payable 
under  existing  law,  to  serve,  without  regard  to  civil-service 
laws,  in  any  positions  in  the  Department. 

RESEARCH  AND  MARKETING  ACT  OF  1946 

To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  into  effect  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Act  of  August  14,  1946  as  amended  (Public 
Law  733,  79th  Congress;  Public  Law  297,  80th  Con¬ 
gress),  including  in  addition  to  the  objects  for  which 
funds  are  available  for.  such  Act  of  August  14,  1946, 
and  under  title  I  of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Act,  as  amended, 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  printing  and 
binding;  over-all  administration,  planning,  and  coordina¬ 
tion  of  research  under  section  10  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  section  10  (c)  ;  and  necessary  expenses  for  carrying  out 
the  provisions  of  title  III  of  the  Act,  as  follows : 

For  payments  to  States,  Territories,  and  Puerto  Rico 
for  agricultural  experiment  stations  pursuant  to  section  9 
of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Act  approved  June  29,  1935,  as 
amended  by  thefAct  of  August  14,  1946,  $2,500,000,  of 
which  such  amount  as  shall  be  allottable  to  Alaska  shall 
be  transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  the  appropriation 
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“Research  on  agricultural  problems  of  Alaska”,  without 
matching  requirement ; 

For  research  on  utilization  and  associated  problems  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  10  (a)  of  said  Act,  $3,000,000; 

For  cooperative  research  other  than  research  on  utiliza¬ 
tion  of  agricultural  commodities  and  the  products  thereof, 
pursuant  to  section  10  (b)  of  said  Act,  $1,500,000; 

For  the  improvement  and  development,  independently 
or  through  cooperation  among  Federal  and  State  agencies, 
and  others,  of  a  sound  and  efficient  system  for  the  distribution 
and  marketing  of  agricultural  products  pursuant  to  the  “Agri- 
cultural  Marketing  Act  of  1946”  (title  II  of  the  Act  of 
August  14,  1946),  $5,000,000; 

In  all,  $12,000,000:  Provided,  Tha4 ■  >»u^4-^ms--afr-may 
Ixi  necessary  .far  penalty  'maiL-a^roquuefFby  tlie  Act  of  June 
28,  1944,  may  be  transferred  to,  the  -regular  departmental 
appropriation  thoxoim'^Piromdml  further^  That  for  necessary 
printing  and  binding  there  may  be  transferred  to,  and  made 
a  part  of,  the  item  “Printing  and  binding,  Department  of 
Agriculture,”  such  sums  as  are  necessary:  Provided  further, 
That  the  Secretary  may  make  available  to  any  bureau,  office, 
or  agency  of  the  Department  such  amounts  from  this  appro¬ 
priation  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the  functions  for 
which  it  is  made  (but  amounts  made  available  to  the  Office 
of  the  Secretary,  Office  of  the  Solicitor,  and  Office  of  Informa- 
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tion  shall  not  exceed  those  which  the  Director  of  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget,  after  a  hearing  thereon  with  representatives 
of  the  Department,  shall  determine),  and  any  such  amounts 
shall  he  in  addition  to  amounts  transferred  or  otherwise  made 
available  to  other  appropriation  items  of  the  Department: 
Provided  further,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be 
available  for  work  relating  to  fish  or  shellfish  or  any  product 
thereof,  except  for  the  support  of  equitable  transportation 
rates  before  Federal  agencies  concerned  with  such  rates. 
OFFICE  OF  THE  SOLICITOB 
For  necessary  expenses,  including  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia  and  payment  of  fees  or  dues  for 
the  use  of  law  libraries  by  attorneys  in  the  field  service, 
$2,024,500,  together  with  such  amounts  from  other  appro¬ 
priations  or  authorizations  as  are  provided  in  the  schedules 
in  the  Budget  for  the  current  fiscal  year  for  such  expenses, 
which  several  amounts  or  portions  thereof,  as  may  be  de¬ 
termined  by  the  Secretary,  not  exceeding  a  total  of 
'$148,000  shall  he  transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  this 
appropriation ;  and  there  may  be  expended  for  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  not  to  exceed 

$1,403,033:  Provided,  however,  That  if  the  total  amounts 

f 

of  such  appropriations  or  authorizations  for  the  current 
fiscal  year  shall  at  any  time  exceed  or  fall  below  the 
amounts  estimated,  respectively,  therefor  in  the  Budget  for 
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such  year,  the  amounts  transferred  or  to  be  transferred 
therefrom  to  this  appropriation  and  the  amount  which  may 
be  expended  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
shall  he  increased  or  decreased  in  such  amounts  as  the  Direc¬ 
tor  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  after  a  hearing  thereon 
with  representatives  of  the  Department,  shall  determine  are 
appropriate  to  the  requirements  as  changed  by  such  reduc¬ 
tions  or  increases  in  such  appropriations  or  authorizations. 
OFFICE  OF  INFORMATION 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  necessary  expenses  in  connection  with  the  publica¬ 
tion,  indexing,  illustration,  and  distribution  of  bulletins,  docu¬ 
ments,  and  reports,  the  preparation,  distribution,  and  display 
of  agricultural  motion  and  sound  pictures,  and  exhibits,  and 
the  coordination  of  informational  work  in  the  Department, 
$580,000,  together  with  such  amounts  from  other  appro¬ 
priations  or  authorizations  as  are  provided  in  the  schedules 
in  the  Budget  for  the  current  fiscal  year  for  such  expenses, 
which  several  amounts  or  portions  thereof,  as  may  be 
determined  by  the  Secretary,  not  exceeding  a  total  of 
$13,975  shall  be  transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  this 
appropriation,  of  which  total  appropriation  amounts  not 
exceeding  those  specified  may  be  used  for  the  purposes 
enumerated  as  follows:  For  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia,  $538,000;  for  preparation  and  display  of  ex- 
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Mbits,  $105,925;  and  the  preparation,  distribution,  and 
display  of  motion  and  sound  pictures,  $55,600:  Provided, 
however,  That  if  the  total  amounts  of  the  appropriations  or 
authorizations  for  the  current  fiscal  year  from  which  transfers 
to  this  appropriation  are  herein  authorized  shall  at  any  time 
exceed  or  fall  below  the  amounts  estimated,  respectively, 
therefor  in  the  Budget  for  such  year,  the  amounts  transferred 
or  to  be  transferred  therefrom  to  this  appropriation  and  the 
amount  which  may  be  expended  for  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia  shall  be  increased  or  decreased  in  such 
amounts  as  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  after  a 
hearing  thereon  with  representatives  of  the  Department,  shall 
determine  are  appropriate  to  the  requirements  as  changed  by 
such  reductions  or  increases  in  such  appropriations  or  author¬ 
izations  :  Provided  further,  That  when  and  to  the  extent  that 
in  the  judgment  of  the  Secretary  agricultural  exhibits  and 
motion  and  sound  pictures  relating  to  the  authorized  pro¬ 
grams  of  the  various  agencies  of  the  Department  can  be  more 
advantageously  prepared,  displayed,  or  distributed  by  the 
Office  of  Information,  as  the  central  agency  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  therefor,  additional  funds  not  exceeding  $300,000  for 
these  purposes  may  be  transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of 
this  appropriation,  from  the  funds  applicable,  and  shall  be 
available  for  the  objects  specified  herein,  including  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia:  Provided  further,  That 
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1  in  the  preparation  of  motion  pictures  or  exhibits  by  the  De- 

2  partment,  not  exceeding  a  total  of  $10,000  may  be  used  for 

3  employment  pursuant  to  the  second  sentence  of  section  706 

4  (a)  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  Organic  Act  of  1944 

5  (5  U.  S.  C.  574) ,  said  Act  being  elsewhere  herein  referred 

6  to  as  the  Organic  Act  of  1944,  as  amended  by  section  15 

7  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  TJ.  S.  0.  55a)  :  Provided 

8  farther,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  used  for 

9  the  establishment  or  maintenance  of  regional  or  State  field 

10  offices  or  for  the  compensation  of  employees  in  such  offices 

11  except  that  not  to  exceed  $10,000  may  he  used  to  maintain 

13  the  San  Francisco  radio  office. 

18  FEINTING  AND  BINDING 

14  For  printing  and  binding  for  the  Department,  including 

15  all  of  its  bureaus,  offices,  institutions,  and  services,  except  as 
Id  otherwise  provided,  $1,800,000,  including  the  purchase  of 
1^  reprints  of  scientific  and  technical  articles  published  in 

18  periodicals  and  journals ;  the  Annual  Report  of  the  Secretary, 

19  as  required  by  the  Acts  of  January  12,  1895  (44  U.  S.  C. 

20  111,  212-220,  222,  241,  244)  ,  March  4,  1915  (7  U.  S.  C. 

21  418),  and  June  20,  1936  (5  U.  S.  C.  108),  and  in  pur- 

22  suance  of  the  Act  approved  March  30,  1906  (44  U.  S.  0. 
33  214,  224) ,  also  including  not  to  exceed  $250,000  for  farmers’ 
31  bulletins,  which  shall  be  adapted  to  the  interests  of  the 
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people  of  the  different  sections  of  the  country,  an  equal 
proportion  of  four-fifths  of  which  shall  be  delivered  to  or 
sent  out  under  the  addressed  franks  furnished  by  the  Senators, 
Representatives,  and  Delegates  in  Congress,  as  they  shall 
direct,  but  not  including  work  done  at  the  field  printing 
plants  of  the  Forest  Service  authorized  by  the  Joint  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Printing,  in  accordance  with  the  Act  approved 
March  1,  1919  (44  IT.  S.  C.  Ill,  220)  ;  and  including  not 
to  exceed  $207,000  for  printing  and  binding  not  less  than  two 
hundred  thirty  thousand  eight  hundred  and  fifty  copies  for 
the  use  of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  part 
2  of  the  annual  report  of  the  Secretary  (known  as  the 
Yearbook  of  Agriculture),  as  authorized  by  section  73  of 
the  Act  of  January  12,  1895  (44  U.  S.  C.  241)  :  Provided, 
That  the  Secretary  may  transfer  to  this  appropriation  from 
the  appropriation  made  for  “Conservation  and  Use  of  Agri¬ 
cultural  Land  Resources”  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary 
for  printing  and  binding  in  connection  with  marketing  quotas 
under  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938  (7  U.  S.  C. 
1281-1407),  from  funds  appropriated  to  carry  into  effect 
the  purposes  of  the  National  School  Lunch  Act  approved 
June  4,  1946  (Public  Law  396) ,  such  sums  as  may  be 
necessary  for  printing  and  binding  in  connection  with  the 
activities  under  said  Act,  and  from  funds  appropriated  to 
carry  into  effect  the  terms  of  section  32  of  the  Act  of  August 
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24,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  612c),  as  amended,  such  sums  as 
may  be  necessary  for  printing  and  binding  in  connection  with 
the  activities  under  section  32:  Provided  further,  That  the 
total  amount  that  may  he  transferred  under  the  authority 
granted  in  the  preceding  proviso  shall  not  exceed  $145,000. 

LIBRARY,  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
For  necessary  expenses,  including  exchange  of  reference 
books,  lawbooks,  technical  and  scientific  books,  periodicals, 
and  expenses  incurred  in  completing  imperfect  series;  not 
to  exceed  $1,200  for  newspapers;  dues,  when  authorized  by 
the  Secretary,  for  library  membership  in  societies  or  associa¬ 
tions  which  issue  publications  to  members  only  or  at  a  price 
to  members  lower  than  to  subscribers  who  are  not  mem¬ 
bers;  $600,000,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $484,924  may  he 
expended  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 
BUREAU  OF  AGRICULTURAL  ECONOMICS 
For  necessary  expenses,  including  not  to  exceed  $2,- 
243,400  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
including  the  salary  of  Chief  of  Bureau  at  $10,000  per 
annum,  and  not  to  exceed  $1,000  for  the  purchase  of  books 
of  reference,  periodicals,  and  newspapers,  as  follows: 

Economic  investigations:  For  conducting  investigations 
and  for  acquiring  and  diffusing  useful  information  among 
the  people  of  the  United  States,  relative  to  agricultural  pro¬ 
duction,  distribution,  land  utilization,  and  conservation  in 
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their  broadest  aspects,  including  farm  management  and 
practice,  utilization  of  farm  and  food  products,  purchasing 
of  farm  supplies,  farm  population  and  rural  life,  farm  labor, 
farm  finance,  insurance  and  taxation,  adjustments  in  pro¬ 
duction  to  probable  demand  for  the  different  farm  and  food 
products ;  land  ownership  and  values,  costs,  prices  and  income 
in  their  relation  to  agriculture,  including  causes  for  their 
variations  and  trends,  $1,900,000:  Provided,  That  no  part 
of  the  funds  herein  appropriated  or  made  available  to  the 
Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics  under  the  heading  “Eco¬ 
nomic  investigations”  shall  be  used  for  State  and  county 
land-use  planning,  for  conducting  cultural  surveys,  or  for 
the  maintenance  of  regional  offices. 

Crop  and  livestock  estimates:  For  collecting,  compiling, 
abstracting,  analyzing,  summarizing,  interpreting,  and  pub¬ 
lishing  data  relating  to  agriculture,  including  crop  and  live¬ 
stock  estimates,  acreage,  yield,  grades,  staples  of  cotton, 
stocks,  and  value  of  farm  crops  and  numbers,  grades,  and 
value  of  livestock  and  livestock  products  on  farms,  produc¬ 
tion,  distribution,  and  consumption  of  turpentine  and  rosin 
pursuant  to  the  Act  of  August  15,  1935  (5  U.  S.  C.  556b) , 
and  for  the  collection  and  publication  of  statistics  of  peanuts 
as  provided  by  the  Act  approved  June  24,  1936,  as 
amended  May  12,  1938  (7  U.  S.  C.  951-957) ,  $2,375,400: 
Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  funds  herein  appropriated 
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shall  be  available  for  any  expense  incident  to  ascertaining, 
collating,  or  publishing  a  report  stating  the  intention  of 
farmers  as  to  the  acreage  to  be  planted  in  cotton,  or  for 
estimates  of  apple  production  for  other  than  the  commercial 
crop. 

OFFICE  OF  FOREIGN  AGRICULTURAL 
RELATIONS 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses  for  the 
Office  of  Foreign  Agricultural  Relations  and  for  enabling 
the  Secretary  to  coordinate  and  integrate  activities  of  the 
Department  in  connection  with  foreign  agricultural  work, 
including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and 
not  to  exceed  $500  for  newspapers,  $503,000. 

EXTENSION  SERVICE 

PAYMENTS  TO  STATES,  HAWAII,  ALASKA,  AND  PUERTO 

RICO 

For  payments  to  the  States,  Hawaii,  Alaska,  and  Puerto 
Rico,  for  cooperative  agricultural  extension  work  as  follows: 

Capper-Ketcham,  Bankhead- Jones,  and  related  Acts: 
Capper-Ketcham  Act,  the  Act  approved  May  22,  1928 
(7  U.  S.  C.  343a,  343b) ,  $1,480,000;  Bankhead- Jones  Act, 
section  21,  title  II,  of  the  Act  approved  June  29,  1935 
(7  U.  S.  C.  343c),  $12,000,000;  Bankhead- Jones  Act, 
section  23,  title  II,  of  the  Act  approved  June  29,  1935,  as 
amended  b}T  the  Act  of  June  6,  1945  (7  U.  S.  C.  343d-l) , 
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1  $8,500,000;  additional  extension  work,  the  Act  approved 

2  April  24,  1939,  as  amended  (7  II.  S.  C.  343c— 1) ,  $555,000, 

3  Alaska,  the  Act  approved  February  23,  1929  (7  U.  S.  C. 

4  386c) ,  extending  the  benefits  of  the  Smith-Lever  Act  to  the 

5  Territory  of  Alaska,  $13,950,  and  section  3  of  the  Act 

6  approved  June  20,  1936  (7  U.  S.  C.  343e) ,  extending  the 

7  benefits  of  the  Capper-Ivetcham  Act  to  the  Territory  of 

8  Alaska,  $10,000,  in  all,  for  Alaska,  $23,950;  Puerto  Rico, 

9  the  Act  approved  August  28,  1937  (7  U.  S.  C.  343f-343g) , 

10  extending  the  benefits  of  section  21  of  the  Bankhead- Jones 

11  Act  to  Puerto  Rico,  $408,000;  in  all,  Capper-Ivetcham, 

12  Bankhead- Jones,  and  related  Acts,  $22,966,950. 

13  SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

14  Administration  and  coordination  of  extension  work: 

15  For  expenses  necessar}7  to  administer  the  provisions  of  the 

16  Smith-Lever  Act,  approved  May  8,  1914  (7  TJ.  S.  C.  341- 

17  348),  and  Acts  amendatory  or  supplementary  thereto,  and 

18  to  coordinate  the  extension  work  of  the  Department  and 

19  the  several  States,  Territories,  and  insular  possessions, 

20  $827,200,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $663,100  may  he  ex- 

21  pended  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

22  AGRICULTURAL  RESEARCH  ADMINISTRATION 

23  Office  of  Administrator 

2!  Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses  of  the 
25  Office  of  Administrator,  including  the  salary  of  the  Admin- 
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% 

istrator  at  $10,000  per  annum,  and  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia,  and  for  the  maintenance,  opera¬ 
tion,  and  furnishing  of  facilities  and  services  at  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Research  Center,  $406,300:  Provided,  That  the 
appropriation  current  at  the  time  services  are  rendered  may 
be  reimbursed  (by  advance  credits  or  reimbursements  based 
on  estimated  or  actual  charges)  from  applicable  appropria¬ 
tions,  to  cover  the  charges,  including  handling  and  other 
related  services,  for  equipment  rentals  (including  deprecia¬ 
tion,  maintenance,  and  repairs)  ;  for  services,  supplies,  equip¬ 
ment  and  materials  furnished,  stores  of  which  may  be 
maintained  at  the  Center,  and  for  building  construction, 
alteration,  and  repair  performed  by  the  Center  in  carrying 
out  the  purposes  of  such  applicable  appropriations  and  the 
applicable  appropriations  may  also  be  charged  tlieir  pro¬ 
portionate  share  of  the  necessary  general  expenses  of  tlm 
Center  not  covered  by  this  appropriation:  Provided  further, 

k 

That  the  several  appropriations  of  the  Agricultural  Research 
Administration  shall  be  available  for  the,  construction,  altera¬ 
tion,  and  repair  of  buildings  and  improvements:  Provided, 
however,  That  unless  otherwise  provided,  the  cost  of  con¬ 
structing  any  one  building  (excepting  headhouses  connect¬ 
ing  greenhouses)  shall  not  exceed  $5,000,  the  total  amount 
for  construction  of  buildings  costing  more  than  $2,500  each 
shall  be  within  the  limits  of  the  estimates  submitted  and 
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approved  therefor,  and  the  cost  of  altering  any  one  building 
during  the  fiscal  year  shall  not  exceed  $2,500  or  2  per 
centum  of  the  cost  of  the  building  as  certified  by  the  Re¬ 
search  Administrator,  whichever  is  greater. 

Special  Research  Fund,  Department  of 
Agriculture 

For  enabling  the  Secretary  to  carry  into  effect  the  Act 
approved  June  29,  1935  (7  IT.  S.  C.  427,  427b,  427c, 
427f)  ;  for  administration  of  the  provisions  of  section  5  of  the 
said  Act,  and  for  special  research  work,  including  the 
planning,  programing,  coordination,  and  printing  the  results 
of  such  research,  to  be  conducted  by  such  agencies  of  the 
Department  as  the  Secretary  may  designate  or  establish, 
and  to  which  he  may  make  allotments  from  this  fund,  includ¬ 
ing  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  $1,230,- 
000,  of  which  amount  $835,200  shall  be  available  for  the 
maintenance  and  operation  of  research  laboratories  and 
facilities  in  the  major  agricultural  regions  provided  for  by 
section  4  of  said  Act,  including  not  to  exceed  $23,000 
for  construction  of  a  poultry  house  at  the  regional  poultry 
laboratory,  East  Lansing,  Michigan. 

Research  on  Strategic  and  Critical  Agricultural 

Materials 

For  expenses  necessar}7  to  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry 
out  his  responsibilities  under  section  7  (b)  of  the  Strategic 
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and  Critical  Materials  Stock  Piling  Act  of  July  23,  1946 
(Public  Law  520,  Seventy-ninth  Congress),  in  connection 
with  natural  rubber,  including  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  $349,000. 

Research  on  Agricultural  Problems  of  Alaska 
For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Secretary  to  con¬ 
tinue  the  program  for  research  into  the  basic  agricultural 
needs  and  problems  of  the  Territory  of  Alaska  in  accordance 
with  the  authority  contained  in  the  Act  of  July  30,  1947 
(Public  Law  266),  and  for  the  same  objects  and  purposes 
provided  therein,  $185,940,  together  with  contract  authority 
in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $300,000  to  construct  buildings 
and  facilities  and  to  acquire  and  install  such  equipment  as 
may  be  necessary,  on  land  donated  or  otherwise  acquired. 

Office  of  Experiment  Stations 
* 

PAYMENTS  TO  STATES,  HAWAII,  AND  PUERTO  RICO 
For  payments  to  the  States,  Hawaii,  and  Puerto  Rico 
to  be  paid  quarterly  in  advance,  to  carry  into  effect  the 
provisions  of  the  following  Acts  relating  to  agricultural  ex¬ 
periment  stations: 

Hatch,  Adams,  Purnell,  Bankhead- Jones,  and  related 
Acts:  Hatch  Act,  the  Act  approved  March  2,  1887  (7 
IT.  S.  0.,  362,  363,  365,  368,  377-379),  $720,000;  Adams 
Act,  the  Act  approved  March  16,  1906  (7  U.  S.  C.  369), 
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$720,000;  Purnell  Act,  the  Act  approved  February  24, 
1925  (7  U.  S.  0.  361,  366,  370,  371,  373-376,  380,  382), 
$2,880,000;  Bankhead- Jones  Act,  title  I  of  the  Act  approved 
June  29,  1935  (7  U.  S.  0.  427-427g),  $2,661,268; 
Hawaii,  the  ilct  approved  May  16,  1928  (7  U.  S.  C.  386- 
386b) ,  extending  the  benefits  of  certain  Acts  of  Congress 
to  the  Territory  of  Hawaii,  $90,000;  Puerto  Rico,  the  Act 
approved  March  4,  1931,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  386d- 
386f) ,  extending  the  benefits  of  certain  Acts  of  Congress  to 
Puerto  Rico,  $90,000;  in  all,  payments  to  States,  Hawaii, 
and  Puerto  Rico,  $7,161,268. 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

Administration  of  grants  and  coordination  of  research 
with  States:  For  necessary  expenses,  including  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  $183,000  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  to  enforce  the  provisions  of  the  Acts  approved 
March  2,  1887,  March  16,  1906,  February  24,  1925, 
May  16,  1928,  March  4,  1931,  and  June  20,  1936, 
and  Acts  amendatory  thereto  (7  U.  S.  C.  361-363,  365- 
369,  370-383,  386,  386d-386f) ,  relative  to  their  adminis¬ 
tration  and  for  the  administration  of  an  agricultural  experi¬ 
ment  station  in  Puerto  Rico,  $197,000;  and  the  Secretary 
shall  prescribe  the  form  of  the  annual  financial  statement 
required  under  the  above  Acts,  ascertain  whether  the  ex- 
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penditures  are  in  accordance  with  their  provisions,  coordi¬ 
nate  the  research  work  of  the  State  agricultural  colleges  and 
experiment  stations  in  the  lines  authorized  in  said  Acts  with 
research  of  the  Department  in  similar  lines,  and  make  report 
thereon  to  Congress. 

Federal  experiment  station,  Puerto  Pico:  For  expenses 
necessary  to  establish  and  maintain  an  agricultural  experi¬ 
ment  station  in  Puerto  Pico,  including  the  preparation,  illus¬ 
tration,  and  distribution  of  reports  and  bulletins,  $124,700. 

Bureau  of  Animal  Industry 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary,  including  not  to  exceed 
$651,700  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act,  as  amended, 
establishing  a  Bureau  of  Animal  Industry,  and  related  Acts, 
and  for  investigations  concerned  with  the  livestock  and  meat 
industries  and  the  domestic  raising  of  fur-bearing  animals, 
as  follows: 

Animal  husbandry:  For  investigations  and  experiments 
in  animal  husbandry  and  animal  and  poultry  feeding  and 
breeding,  and  for  carrying  out  the  purposes  of  section  101 
(b)  of  the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (7  U.  S.  C.  429)  authoriz¬ 
ing  cooperation  with  State  authorities  in  the  administration 
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of  regulations  for  the  improvement  of  poultry,  poultry 
products,  and  hatcheries,  $1,405,500. 

Diseases  of  animals:  For  scientific  investigations  of 
diseases  of  animals,  and  for  investigations  of  tuberculin, 
serums,  antitoxins,  and  analogous  products,  $1,055,000. 

Eradicating  tuberculosis  and  Bang’s  disease:  For  the 
control  and  eradication  of  the  diseases  of  tuberculosis  and 
paratuberculosis  of  animals,  avian  tuberculosis,  and  Bang’s 
disease  of  cattle,  $6,250,000:  Provided ,  That  no  part  of  the 
money  hereby  appropriated  shall  he  used  in  compensating 
owners  of  cattle  except  in  cooperation  with  and  supplemen¬ 
tary  to  payments  to  be  made  by  State,  Territory,  county, 
or  municipality  where  condemnation  of  cattle  shall  take 
place,  nor  shall  any  payment  he  made  hereunder  as  compen¬ 
sation  for  or  on  account  of  any  such  animal  if  at  the  time 
of  inspection  or  test,  or  at  the  time  of  condemnation  thereof, 
it  shall  belong  to  or  be  upon  the  premises  of  any  person, 
firm,  or  corporation  to  which  it  has  been  sold,  shipped,  or 
delivered  for  the  purpose  of  being  slaughtered:  Provided 
further,  That  out  of  the  money  hereby  appropriated  no 
payment  as  compensation  for  any  cattle  condemned  for 
slaughter  shall  exceed  one-third  of  the  difference  between 
the  appraised  value  of  such  cattle  and  the  value  of  the  salvage 
thereof;  that  no  payment  hereunder  shall  exceed  the  amount 
paid  or  to  be  paid  by  the  State,  Territory,  county,  and 
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municipality  where  the  animal  shall  be  condemned;  and 
that  in  no  case  shall  any  payment  hereunder  he  more  than 
$25  for  any  grade  animal  or  more  than  $50  for  any  purebred 
animal. 

Inspection  and  quarantine:  For  inspection  and  quaran¬ 
tine  work,  including  the  control  and  eradication  of  hog 
cholera  and  related  swine  diseases,  southern  cattle  ticks, 
scabies  in  sheep  and  cattle,  and  dourine  in  horses,  the  super¬ 
vision  of  the  transportation  of  livestock,  the  inspection  of 
vessels,  the  execution  of  the  twenty-eight-hour  law,  the  in¬ 
spection  and  quarantine  of  imported  animals  in  accordance 
with  the  Act  of  August  30,  1890  (21  U.  S.  C.  102),  and 
the  Act  of  July  24,  1946  (Public  Law  522) ,  and  the  inspec¬ 
tion  work  relative  to  the  existence  of  contagious  diseases, 
$1,225,000:  Provided,  That  service  shall  be  maintained  at 
all  stockyards  having  such  service  during  the  current  fiscal 
year. 

Virus  Serum  Toxin  Act:  For  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  approved  March  4,  1913  (21  IT.  S.  O.  151-158) , 
regulating  the  preparation,  sale,  barter,  exchange,  or  ship¬ 
ment  of  any  virus,  serum,  toxin,  or  analogous  product  manu¬ 
factured  in  the  United  States  and  the  importation  of  such 
products  intended  for  use  in  the  treatment  of  domestic 
animals,  $340,000. 

Marketing  agreements,  hog  cholera  virus  and  serum: 
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The  sum  of  $43,000  of  the  appropriation  made  by  section 
12  (a)  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act,  approved 
May  12,  1933  (7  U.  S.  0.  612),  is  hereby  made  available 
during  the  fiscal  year  for  which  appropriations  are  herein 
made  to  carry  into  effect  sections  56  to  60,  inclusive,  of  the 
Act  approved  August  24,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  851-855), 
including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

ERADICATION  OF  FOOT-ANli-MOUTH  AND  OTHER 
CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  OF  ANIMALS 
For  expenses  necessary,  including  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia,  in  the  arrest  and  eradication  of 
foot-and-mouth  disease,  rinderpest,  contagious  pleuropneu¬ 
monia,  or  other  contagious  or  infectious  diseases  of  animals, 
or  European  fowl  pest  and  similar  diseases  in  poultry,  includ¬ 
ing  the  payment  of  claims  growing  out  of  past  and  future 
purchases  and  destruction  of  animals  (including  poultry) 
affected  by  or  exposed  to,  or  of  materials  contaminated  by 
or  exposed  to,  aii}^  such  disease,  wherever  found  and  irrespec¬ 
tive  of  ownership,  under  like  or  substantially  similar  circum¬ 
stances,  when  such  owner  has  complied  with  all  lawful 
quarantine  regulations;  and  for  foot-and-mouth  disease  and 
rinderpest  programs  undertaken  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  of  February  28,  1947  (Public  Law  8,  Eightieth 
Congress) ,  and  the  Act  of  May  29,  1884,  as  amended 
(7  IT.  S.  C.,  391;  21  U.  S.  C.,  111-122),  including 
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expenses  in  accordance  with  section  2  of  said  Public  Law  8, 
the  Secretary  may  transfer  from  other  appropriations  or 
funds  available  to  the  bureaus,  corporations,  or  agencies  of 
the  Department  such  sums  as  he  may  deem  necessary,  to 
be  available  only  in  an  emergency  which  threatens  the 
livestock  or  poultry  industry  of  the  country,  and  any  unex¬ 
pended  balances  of  funds  transferred  under  this  head  in  the 
fiscal  year  1948  shall  be  merged  with  such  transferred 
amounts:  Provided,  That,  except  for  payments  made  pur¬ 
suant  to  said  Public  Law  8,  the  payment  for  such  animals 
hereafter  purchased  may  be  made  on  appraisement  based 
on  the  meat,  egg-production,  dairy,  or  breeding  value,  but 
in  case  of  appraisement  based  on  breeding  value  no  ap¬ 
praisement  of  any  such  animal  shall  exceed  three  times  its 
meat,  egg-production,  or  dairy  value,  and,  except  in  case 
of  an  extraordinary  emergency,  to  be  determined  by  the 
Secretary,  the  payment  by  the  United  States  Government 
for  any  such  animals  shall  not  exceed  one-half  of  any  such 
appraisements:  Provided  further,  That  poultry  may  be 
appraised  in  groups  when  the  basis  for  appraisal  is  the  same 
for  each  bird. 

Bureau  of  Dairy  Industry 
Salaries  and  expenses:  Por  necessary  expenses,  includ¬ 
ing  not  to  exceed  $515,300  for  personal  services  in  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the 
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Act  of  May  29,  1924  (7  U.  S.  C.  401-404),  including 
investigations,  experiments,  and  demonstrations  in  dairy 
industry,  for  carrying  out  the  applicable  provisions  of  the 
Act  of  May  9,  1902  (26  U.  S.  0.  2325,  2326  (c)  ) ,  re¬ 
lating  to  process  or  renovated  butter,  as  amended  by  the 
Act  of  June  24,  1946  (Public  Law  427),  and  the  Act  of 
May  23,  1908  (21  U.  S.  C.  94  (a)  ),  insofar  as  it  relates 
to  the  exportation  of  process  or  renovated  butter,  $1,050,000. 
Bureau  of  Plant  Industry,  Soils,  and  Agricultural 

Engineering 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  investigations,  experiments, 
and  demonstrations  in  connection  with  the  production  and 
improvement  of  farm  crops  and  other  plants  and  plant  indus¬ 
tries;  soils  and  soil-plant  relationships,  and  the  application 
of  engineering  principles  to  agriculture;  plant  diseases,  in¬ 
cluding  nematodes,  and  methods  for  their  prevention  and 
control;  plant  and  plant-disease  collections  and  surveys; 
the  distribution  of  weeds  and  means  for  their  control;  meth¬ 
ods  of  handling,  processing,  transportation,  and  storage  of 
agricultural  products;  and  plants  in  foreign  countries  and 
our  possessions  for  introduction  into  the  United  States,  in¬ 
cluding  explorations  and  surveys,  and  propagation  and  test¬ 
ing  in  this  country;  for  the  operation  and  maintenance  of 
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airplanes;  and  for  personal  services  in  the  city  of  Washing¬ 
ton,  as  follows: 

Field  crops:  For  investigations  on  .the  production,  im¬ 
provement,  and  diseases  of  alfalfa,  barley,  clover,  corn, 
cotton,  flax,  grasses,  oats,  rice,  rubber  crops,  sorghums,  soy¬ 
beans,  sugar  beets,  sugarcane,  tobacco,  wheat,  and  other 
field  crops,  $2,672,300. 

Fruit,  vegetable,  and  specialty  crops:  For  investigations 
on  the  production,  improvement,  and  diseases  of  fruit,  vege¬ 
table,  nut,  ornamental,  drug,  condiment,  oil,  insecticide,  and 
related  crops  and  plants,  $2,578,100. 

Forest  diseases:  For  investigations  of  diseases  of  forest 
and  shade  trees  and  forest  products,  and  methods  for  their 
control,  $380,480. 

Soils,  fertilizers,  and  irrigation:  For  investigations  of 
soil  management  methods  to  increase  and  maintain  produc¬ 
tivity,  including  fertilization,  liming,  crop  rotations,  tillage 
practices,  and  other  means  of  improving  soils ;  fertilizers,  ferti¬ 
lizer  ingredients,  and  their  improvement  for  agricultural  use; 
soil  management  and  crop  production  on  dry  and  irrigated 
lands,  and  the  quality  of  irrigation  water  and  its  use  by  crops ; 
and  for  the  classification  of  soils  in  a  national  system  and 
indication  of  their  extent  and  distribution  on  maps,  and 
determination  of  their  potential  productivity  under  adapted 
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cropping  and  improved  soil  management;  $1,466,000: 
Provided,  That  the  irrigation  experiment  station  at  Bard, 
California,  may  be  sold  upon  such  terms  as  the  Secretary 
deems  advantageous,  and  the  proceeds  of  such  sale  are  to  be 
available  for  the  establishment  and  equipment  of  an  irriga¬ 
tion  station  at  or  near  Brawley,  California,  or  the  Secretary 
may  if  he  deems  it  desirable  exchange  in  lieu  of  sale  the  Bard 
Station  for  a  suitable  site  or  facilities  at  or  near  Brawley,  and 
in  connection  with  the  establishment  of  the  new  station  the 
Secretary  may  accept  donations:  Provided  further,  That  the 
Secretary  shall  have  contractual  authority  in  an  amount  not 
to  exceed  $100,000  to  construct  and/or  acquire  buildings, 
facilities,  and  equipment  for  the  station  at  Brawley. 

Agricultural  engineering:  For  investigations  involving 
the  application  of  engineering  principles  to  agriculture,  in¬ 
cluding  farm  power  and  equipment,  rural  water  supply  and 
sanitation,  and  rural  electrification;  farm  buildings  and  their 
appurtenances  and  buildings  for  processing  and  storing  farm 
products,  and  the  preparation  and  distribution  of  building 
plans  and  specifications;  cotton  ginning,  and  other  engineer¬ 
ing  problems  relating  to  the  production,  processing,  trans¬ 
portation,  and  storage  of  agricultural  products;  $685,690. 

National  Arboretum:  For  the  maintenance  and  develop¬ 
ment  of  the  National  Aboretum  established  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Act  approved  March  4,  1927  (20  U.  S.  C. 
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191-194),  including  travel  expenses  of  the  advisory  council 
and  the  purchase  of  one  passenger  motor  vehicle  in  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  $413,900,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $20,000 
shall  be  available  for  the  construction  of  entrance  facilities, 
including  a  guardhouse  and  rest  rooms,  and  not  to  exceed 
$10,000  may  be  expended  for  employment  pursuant  to  the 
second  sentence  of  section  706  (a)  of  the  Organic  Act  of 
1944  (5  U.  S.  C.  574)  as  amended  by  section  15  of  the  Act 
of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a) . 

Bureau  of  Entomology  and  Plant  Quarantine 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  investigations,  experiments, 
demonstrations,  and  surveys  for  the  promotion  of  economic 
entomology,  for  investigating  and  ascertaining  the  best 
means  of  destroying  insects  and  related  pests  injurious  to 
agriculture,  for  importing  useful  and  beneficial  insects  and 
bacterial,  fungal,  and  other  diseases  of  insects  and  related 
pests,  for  investigating  and  ascertaining  the  best  means  of 
destroying  insects  affecting  man  and  animals,  and  the  best 
ways  of  utilizing  beneficial  insects,  for  carrying  into  effect 
the  provisions  of  the  Plant  Quarantine  Act  of  August  20, 
1912,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  0.  151-167),  the  Honey  Bee 
Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  281-283) ,  the  Insect  Pest  Act  (7  U.  S.  O. 
141-144) ,  the  Mexican  Border  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  149)  and 
the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (7  IT.  S.  O.  147a),  authorizing 
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the  eradication,  control,  and  prevention  of  spread  of  injurious 
insects  and  plant  pests;  including  the  operation  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  airplanes  and  the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  five,  and 
not  to  exceed  $718,350  for  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia,  as  follows: 

Insect  investigations:  For  the  investigation  of  insects 
affecting  fruits,  grapes,  nuts,  trees,  shrubs,  forests  and  forest 
products,  truck  and  garden  crops,  cereal,  forage  and  range 
crops,  cotton,  tobacco,  sugar  plants,  ornamental  and  other 
plants  and  agricultural  products,  household  possessions,  and 
man  and  animals;  for  bee  culture  and  apiary  management; 
for  classifying,  identifying,  and  collecting  information  to 
determine  the  distribution  and  abundance  of  insects;  for 
investigations  in  connection  with  introduction  of  natural 
enemies  of  injurious  insects  and  related  pests  and  for  the 
exchange  with  other  countries  of  useful  and  beneficial  insects 
and  other  arthropods;  for  developing  methods,  equipment, 
and  apparatus  to  aid  in  enforcing  plant  quarantines  and  in 
the  eradication  and  control  of  insect  pests  and  plant  diseases; 
and  for  investigations  of  insecticides  and  fungicides,  including 
methods  of  their  manufacture  and  use  and  the  effects  of  their 
application,  $3,019,800. 

Insect  and  plant-disease  control:  For  carrying  out  op¬ 
erations  or  measures  to  eradicate,  suppress,  control,  or  to 
prevent  or  retard  the  spread  of  Japanese  beetle,  sweet: 
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potato  weevil,  Mexican  fruitflies,  phony  peach  and  peach 
mosaic,  cereal  rusts,  and  pink  bollworm  and  Thurberia  weevil, 
including  the  enforcement  of  quarantine  regulations  and 
cooperation  with  States  to  enforce  plant  quarantines  as 
authorized  by  the  Plant  Quarantine  Act  of  August  20,  1912, 
as  amended  (7  TJ.  S.  0.  151-167) ,  and  including  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  such  cotton-free  areas  as  may  be  necessary  to 
stamp  out  any  infestation  of  the  pink  bollworm  as  authorized 
by  the  Act  of  February  8,  1930  (46  Stat.  67) ,  and  for  the 
enforcement  of  domestic  plant  quarantines  through  inspec¬ 
tion  in  transit,  including  the  interception  and  disposition  of 
materials  found  to  have  been  transported  interstate  in  viola¬ 
tion  of  Federal  plant  quarantine  laws  or  regulations,  and 
operations  under  the  Terminal  Inspection  Act  (7  U.  S.  C. 
166),  $2,586,200:  Provided ,  That  no  part  of  this  appro¬ 
priation  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  cost  or  value  of  trees, 
farm  animals,  farm  crops,  or  other  property  injured  or 
destroyed:  Provided  further,  That,  in  the  discretion  of  the 
Secretaiy,  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  expended 
for  the  control  of  sweetpotato  weevil  in  any  State  until  such 
State  has  provided  cooperation  necessary  to  accomplish  this 
purpose,  or  for  barberry  eradication  until  a  sum  or  sums  at 
least  equal  to  such  expenditures  shall  have  been  appro¬ 
priated,  subscribed,  or  contributed  by  States,  counties,  or 
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1  local  authorities,  or  by  individuals  or  organizations  for  the 

2  accomplishment  of  this  purpose. 

3  Foreign  plant  quarantines:  For  operations  against  the 

4  introduction  of  insect  pests  or  plant  diseases  into  the  United 

5  States,  including  the  enforcement  of  foreign-plant  quarantines 

6  and  regulations  promulgated  under  sections  5  and  7  of  the 

7  Plant  Quarantine  Act  of  August  20,  1912,  as  amended 

8  (7  U.  S.  C.  151-167),  the  Insect  Pest  Act  of  1905  (7 

9  U.  S.  C.  141-144)  >  and  the  Mexican  Border  Act  of  1942 

10  (7  U.  S.  C.  149),  for  enforcement  of  domestic-plant  quar- 

11  antines  as  they  pertain  to  Territories  of  the  United  States 

12  and  enforcement  of  regulations  governing  the  movement 

13  of  plants  into  and  from  the  District  of  Columbia  promul- 

14  gated  under  section  15  of  the  Plant  Quarantine  Act  of 

15  August  20,  1912,  as  amended,  and  for  inspection  and  cer- 

16  tification  of  plants  and  plant  products  to  meet  the  sanitary 

17  requirements  of  foreign  countries,  as  authorized  in  section 

18  102  of  the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (7  U.  S.  C.  147a) , 

19  $2,212,000. 

20  Control  of  Emergency  Outbreaks  of  Insects  and 

Plant  Diseases 

For  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the 

23  joint  resolution  approved  May  9,  1938  (7  U.  S.  C.  148- 

24  148e) ,  including  the  operation  and  maintenance  of  air- 
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planes  and  the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  three,  and  surveys 
and  control  operations  in  Canada  in  cooperation  with  the 
Canadian  Government  or  local  Canadian  authorities,  and 
the  employment  of  Canadian  citizens,  $1,000,000. 

Bureau  of  Agricultural  and  Industrial  Chemistry 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  investigations,  experiments, 
and  demonstrations  hereinafter  authorized,  including  not  to 
exceed  $237,746  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  as  follows: 

Agricultural  chemical  and  naval  stores  investigations: 
For  conducting  the  investigations  contemplated  by  the  Act  of 
May  15,  1862  (5  IT.  S.  C.  511,  512) ,  relating  to  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  chemistry  to  agriculture;  for  the  biological,  chemical, 
physical,  microscopical,  and  technological  investigation  of 
foods,  feeds,  drugs,  plant  and  animal  products,  and  substances 
used  in  the  manufacture  thereof;  for  investigations  of  the 
physiological  effects  and  for  the  pharmacological  testing  of 
such  products  and  of  insecticides;  for  the  investigation  and 
development  of  methods  for  the  manufacture  of  sugars,  sugar 
sirups,  and  starches  and  the  utilization  of  new  agricultural 
materials  for  such  purposes ;  and  for  the  technological  investi¬ 
gation  of  the  utilization  of  fruits  and  vegetables  and  for 
frozen-pack  investigations ;  for  the  investigation  of  naval 
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stores  (turpentine  and  rosin)  and  their  components;  the 
investigation  and  experimental  demonstration  of  improved 
equipment,  methods,  or  process  of  preparing  naval  stores; 
and  the  weighing,  storing,  handling,  transportation,  and 
utilization  of  naval  stores ;  $589,050. 

Regional  research  laboratories:  For  continuing  the  re¬ 
searches  established  under  the  provisions  of  section  202  (a) 
to  202  (e) ,  inclusive,  of  title  II  of  the  Agricultural  Adjust¬ 
ment  Act  of  1938  (7  U.  8.  C.  1292),  including  research 
on  food  products  of  farm  commodities,  $5,000,000,  including 
not  to  exceed  $50,000  for  the  construction  of  a  hazardous 
operations  building  at  the  Eastern  Regional  Research  Lab¬ 
oratory  located  at  Wyndmoor,  Pennsylvania. 

Bureau  of  Human  Nutrition  and  Home  Economics 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses,  includ¬ 
ing  not  to  exceed  $311,765  for  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  for  conducting  investigations  of  the 
relative  utility  and  economy  of  agricultural  products  for 
food,  clothing,  and  other  uses  in  the  home,  with  special 
suggestions  of  plans  and  methods  for  the  more  effective 
utilization  of  such  products  for  these  purposes,  and  such 
economic  investigations,  including  housing  and  household 
buying,  as  have  for  their  purpose  the  improvement  of  the 
rural  home,  and  for  disseminating  useful  information  on 
this  subject,  $813,000. 
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CONTROL  OF  FOREST  PESTS 
For  expenses  necessary  for  carrying  out  operations, 
measures,  or  surveys  necessary  to  eradicate,  suppress,  con¬ 
trol,  or  to  prevent  or  retard  the  spread  of  insects  or  diseases 
which  endanger  forest  trees  on  any  lands  in  the  United 
States,  and  for  such  quarantine  measures  relating  thereto 
as  may  be  necessary  pursuant  to  the  Plant  Quarantine  Act 
of  August  20,  1912,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  151-167), 
including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and 
the  purchase  (not  to  exceed  two)  and  operation  and  main¬ 
tenance  of  airplanes,  as  follows: 

Gypsy  and  brown-tail  moths:  Gypsy  and  brown-tail 
moths,  pursuant  to  section  102  of  the  Act  of  September  21, 
1944  (7  U.  S.  C.  147a) ,  $603,600. 

Forest  Pest  Control  Act:  Forest  Pest  Control  Act 
(Public  Law  110,  approved  June  25,  1947),  $135,000. 

White  pine  blister  rust:  White  pine  blister  rust,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  the  Act  of  April  26,  1940  (16  U.  S.  C.  594a), 
$3,750,000,  of  which  amount  $582,000  shall  be  available 
to  the  Department  of  the  Interior  for  the  control  of  white 
pine  blister  rust  on  or  endangering  Federal  lands  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  that  Department  or  lands  of  Indian  tribes 
which  are  under  the  jurisdiction  of  or  retained  under  restric¬ 
tions  of  the  United  States;  $1,974,650  of  said  amount  to  the 
Forest  Service  for  the  control  of  white  pine  blister  rust  on 

or  endangering  lands  under  its  jurisdiction;  and  $1,193,350 
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of  said  amount  to  the  Bureau  of  Entomology  and  Plant 
Quarantine  for  leadership  and  general  coordination  of  the 
entire  program,  method  development,  and  for  operations 
conducted  under  its  direction  for  such  control,  including, 
but  not  confined  to,  the  control  of  white  pine  blister  rust  on 
or  endangering  State  and  privately  owned  lands. 

Dutch  elm  disease:  Dutch  elm  disease,  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  102  of  the  Act  of  September  21,  1944  (7  IT.  S.  C. 
147a),  $51,800:  Provided,  That  in  the  discretion  of  the 
Secretary,  no  expenditures  from  this  appropriation  shall  be 
made  for  applying  methods  of  control  of  the  Dutch  elm  dis¬ 
ease  in  any  State  where  measures  for  the  removal  and  de¬ 
struction  of  trees  on  non-Eederal  lands  suffering  from  the 
Dutch  elm  disease  are  not  in  force,  provided  such  removal 
and  destruction  are  deemed  essential  or  appropriate  for  the 
carrying  on  of  the  control  program,  nor  until  a  sum  or  sums 
at  least  equal  to  such  expenditures  shall  have  been  appro¬ 
priated,  subscribed,  or  contributed  by  State,  county,  or  local 
authorities,  or  by  individuals,  or  by  organizations  concerned : 
Provided,  however,  That  expenditures  incurred  for  removal 
of  trees  infected  with  Dutch  elm  disease  from  non-Federal 
lands  shall  not  be  considered  a  part  of  such  appropriations, 
subscriptions,  or  contributions:  Provided  further,  That  no 
part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  expended  for  the  removal 
and  destruction  of  trees  infected  with  the  Dutch  elm  disease 
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except  where  such  trees  are  located  on  property  owned  or 
controlled  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  or  on 
property  included  within  local  experimental  control  areas. 

FOREST  SERVICE 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary,  including  not  to  exceed 
$1,097,582  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
not  to  exceed  $10,000  for  employment  pursuant  to  the 
second  sentence  of  section  706  (a)  of  the  Organic  Act  of 
1944  (5  U.  S.  C.  574),  as  amended  by  section  15  of  the 
Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  IT.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  to  experiment 
and  make  investigations  and  report  on  forestry,  national  for¬ 
ests,  forest  fires,  and  lumbering,  but  no  part  of  this  appropria¬ 
tion  shall  be  used  for  any  experiment  or  test  made  outside  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  United  States;  to  advise  the  owners  of 
woodlands  as  to  the  proper  care  of  the  same;  to  investigate 
and  test  American  timber  and  timber  trees  and  their  uses, 
and  methods  for  the  preservative  treatment  of  timber;  to 
seek,  through  investigations  and  the  planting  of  native  and 
foreign  species,  suitable  trees  for  the  treeless  regions;  to 
erect  necessary  buildings:  Provided,  That  the  cost  of  any 
building  purchased,  erected,  or  as  improved,  exclusive  of  the 
cost  of  constructing  a  water-supply  or  sanitary  system  and 
of  connecting  the  same  with  any  such  building,  and  exclusive 
of  the  cost  of  any  tower  upon  which  a  lookout  house  may 
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be  erected,  shall  not  exceed  $10,000,  with  the  exception 
that  any  building  erected,  purchased,  or  acquired,  the  cost 
of  which  wTas  $10,000  or  more,  may  be  improved  out  of  the 
appropriations  made  under  this  Act  for  the  Forest  Service 
by  an  amount  not  to  exceed  2  per  centum  of  the  cost  of  such 
building  as  certified  by  the  Secretary;  to  protect,  admin¬ 
ister,  and  improve  the  national  forests,  including  tree  planting 
and  other  measures  to  prevent  erosion,  drift,  surface  wash, 
soil  waste,  and  the  formation  of  floods,  and  to  conserve 
water;  to  ascertain  the  natural  conditions  upon  and  utilize 
the  national  forests,  to  transport  and  care  for  fish  and  game 
supplied  to  stock  the  national  forests  or  the  waters  therein; 
to  collate,  digest,  report,  and  illustrate  the  results  of  experi¬ 
ments  and  investigations  made  by  the  Forest  Service: 
Provided,  That  not  to  exceed  $50,000  of  the  appropriation 
for  “National  forest  protection  and  management”,  and  not 
to  exceed  $50,000  of  the  appropriation  for  “Forest  fire 
cooperation”  may  be  transferred  to  the  appropriation 
“Printing  and  binding.  Department  of  Agriculture”,  for  forest 
fire  prevention  posters  and  related  printed  material,  as 
follows : 

General  administrative  expenses:  For  general  admin¬ 
istration,  including  the  salary  of  the  Chief  Forester  at 
$10,000  per  annum,  and  for  expenses  of  the  National  Forest 


1  Reservation  Commission  as  authorized  by  section  14  of  the 

2  Act  of  March  1,  1911  (16  U.  S.  C.  514) ,  $650,000. 

3  National  forest  protection  and  management:  For  the 

4  administration,  protection,  use,  maintenance,  improvement, 

5  and  development  of  the  national  forests,  including  the  estab- 

6  lishment  and  maintenance  of  forest  tree  nurseries,  including 
1  the  procurement  of  tree  seed  and  nursery  stock  by  purchase, 

8  production,  or  otherwise,  seeding  and  tree  planting  and 

9  the  care  of  plantations  and  young  growth;  the  operation 
lb  and  maintenance  of  aircraft  and  the  purchase  of  not  to  ex- 

11  ceed  four;  the  maintenance  of  roads  and  trails  and  the 

12  construction  and  maintenance  of  all  other  improvements 

13  necessary  for  the  proper  and  economical  administration, 
11  protection,  development,  and  use  of  the  national  forests, 
15  including  experimental  areas  under  Forest  Service  admin- 
lb  istration,  except  that  where,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Secretary, 
11  direct  purchases  will  be  more  economical  than  construction, 
1®  improvements  may  be  purchased;  the  construction  (not  to 
19  exceed  $10,000  for  any  one  structure),  equipment,  and 
2b  maintenance  of  sanitary  and  recreational  facilities;  timber  cul- 

21  tural  operations;  development  and  application  of  fish  and 

22  game  management  plans;  propagation  and  transplanting  of 
22  plants  suitable  for  planting  on  semiarid  portions  of  the 
21  national  forests;  estimating  and  appraising  of  timber  and 
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other  resources  and  development  and  application  of  plans  for 
their  effective  management,  sale,  and  use ;  examination, 
classification,  surveying,  and  appraisal  of  land  incident  to 
effecting  exchanges  authorized  by  law  and  of  lands  within 
the  boundaries  of  the  national  forests  that  may  be  opened 
to  homestead  settlement  and  entry  under  the  Act  of  June 
11,  1906,  and  the  Act  of  August  10,  1912  (16  U.  S.  0. 
506-509),  as  provided  by  the  Act  of  March  4,  1913  (16 
U.  S.  C.  512)  ;  investigation  and  establishment  of  water 
rights,  including  the  purchase  thereof  or  of  lands  or  interests 
in  lands  or  rights-of-way  for  use  and  protection  of  water 
rights  necessary  or  beneficial  in  connection  with  the  admin¬ 
istration  and  public  use  of  the  national  forests;  and  all 
expenses  necessary  for  the  use,  maintenance,  improvement, 
protection,  and  general  administration  of  the  national  forests, 
$24,639,175,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $25,000  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  the  purchase  of  one  nursery  site. 

Fighting  forest  fires:  For  fighting  and  preventing  forest 
fires  on  or  threatening  lands  under  Forest  Service  adminis¬ 
tration,  including  lands  under  contract  for  purchase  or  in 
process  of  condemnation  for  Forest  Service  purposes, 
$100,000,  which  amount  shall  also  he  available  for  meeting 
obligations  of  the  preceding  fiscal  year. 

Forest  research:  For  forest  research  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  sections  1,  2,  7,  8,  9,  and  10  of  the  Act 
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approved  May  22,  1928,  as  amended  (16  IT.  S.  C.  581, 
581a,  581f— 58  li ) ,  including  the  construction  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  improvements,  as  follows: 

Forest  and  range  management  investigations:  Fire, 
silvicultural,  watershed,  and  other  forest  investigations  and 
experiments  under  said  section  2,  as  amended,  and  investiga¬ 
tions  and  experiments  to  develop  improved  methods  of  man¬ 
agement  of  forest  and  other  ranges  under  section  7,  at  forest 
or  range  experiment  stations  or  elsewhere,  $2,750,000. 

Forest  products:  Experiments,  investigations,  and  tests 
of  forest  products  under  section  8,  at  the  Forest  Products 

i 

Laboratory,  or  elsewhere,  $1,000,000. 

Forest  resources  investigations:  A  comprehensive  forest 
survey  under  section  9,  and  investigations  in  forest  economics 
under  section  10,  $750,000. 

FOREST-FIRE  COOPERATION 

For  cooperation  with  the  various  States  or  other  appro¬ 
priate  agencies  in  forest-fire  prevention  and  suppression  and 
the  protection  of  timbered  and  cut-over  lands  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  sections  1,  2,  and  3  of  the  Act 
approved  June  7,  1924,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  0.  564- 
570),  $9,000,000,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $76,125  shall 
be  available  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

FARM  AND  OTHER  PRIVATE  FORESTRY  COOPERATION 

To  enable  the  Secretary  through  the  Forest  Service 
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to  advise  timberland  owners  and  associations,  wood-using 
industries  or  other  appropriate  agencies  in  the  application 
of  forest  management  principles  to  federally  owned  lands 
leased  to  States  and  to  private  forest  lands,  so  as  to  attain 
sustained-yield  management,  the  conservation  of  the  timber 
resources,  the  productivity  of  forest  lands,  and  the  stabiliza¬ 
tion  of  employment  and  economic  continuance  of  forest 
industries,  and  to  carry  into  effect,  through  such  agencies 
of  the  Department  as  he  may  designate,  the  provisions  of 
the  Cooperative  Farm  Forestry  Act,  approved  May  18, 
1937  (16  (J.  S.  C.  568b),  (not  to  exceed  $660,034) 
and  the  provisions  of  sections  4  (not  to  exceed  $83,700) 
and  5  (not  to  exceed  $65,766)  of  the  Act  approved  June 
7,  1924  (16  IT.  S.  C.  567-568),  and  Acts  supplementary 
thereto;  in  all,  not  to  exceed  $809,500,  of  which  not  to 
exceed  $54,636  may  be  expended  for  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia ;  and  not  to  exceed  $30,000  for 
the  construction,  alteration,  or  purchase  of  necessary  build¬ 
ings,  and  other  improvements. 

ACQUISITION  OF  LANDS  FOR  NATIONAL  FORESTS 
Under  Weeks  Act:  For  the  acquisition  of  forest  lands 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Act  approved  March  1,  1911, 
as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  513-519,  521),  $500,000,  to 
be  available  only  for  payment  toward  the  purchase  price 
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of  any  lands  acquired,  including  the  cost  of  surveys  in 
connection  with  such  acquisition. 

Under  special  Acts:  For  the  acquisition  of  land  to  facili¬ 
tate  the  control  of  soil  erosion  and  flood  damage  originating 
within  the  exterior  boundaries  of  the  following  national 
forests,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  following 
Acts  authorizing  annual  appropriations  of  forest  receipts  for 
such  purposes,  and  in  not  to  exceed  the  following  amounts 
from  such  receipts:  Uinta  and  Wasatch  National  Forests, 
Utah,  Act  of  August  26,  1935  (Public  Law  337),  as 
amended,  $40,000;  Cache  National  Forest,  Utah,  Act  of 
May  11,  1938  (Public  Law  505),  as  amended,  $10,000; 
San  Bernardino  and  Cleveland  National  Forests,  Biverside 
County,  California,  Act  of  June  15,  1938  (Public  Law  634) , 
as  amended,  $22,000;  Nevada  and  Toiyabe  National  Forests, 
Nevada,  Act  of  June  25,  1938  (Public  Law  748),  as 
amended,  $10,000;  Angeles  National  Forest,  California,  Act 
of  June  11,  1940  (Public  Law  591),  $20,000;  Cleveland 
National  Forest,  San  Diego  County,  California,  Act  of  June 
11,  1940  (Public  Law  589),  $5,000;  Sequoia  National 
Forest,  California,  Act  of  June  17,  1940  (Public  Law  637) , 
$35,000;  in  all  $142,000. 

FOEEST  LOADS  AND  TEAILS 

For  expenses  necessary  for  carrying  out  the  provisions 
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of  section  23  of  the  Federal  Highway  Act  approved  Novem¬ 
ber  9,  1921,  as  amended  (23  U.  S.  C.  23,  23a),  and  for 
the  construction,  reconstruction,  and  maintenance  of  roads 
and  trails  on  experimental  areas  under  Forest  Service 
administration,  (1)  $9,750,000  for  forest  development 

roads  and  trails,  and  (2)  $5,000,000  for  forest  highways, 
which  sums  are  authorized  to  he  appropriated  by  the  Act  of 
December  20,  1944  (Public  Law  521) ,  in  all,  $14,750,000 
(including  not  to  exceed  $100,000  for  personal  services 
in  the  District  of  Columbia) ,  to  he  immediately  available 
and  to  remain  available  until  expended:  Provided,  That 
this  appropriation  shall  be  available  for  the  rental,  purchase, 
construction,  or  alteration  of  buildings  necessary  for  the 
storage  and  repair  of  equipment  and  supplies  used  for  road 
and  trail  construction  and  maintenance,  but  the  total  cost 
of  any  such  building  purchased,  altered,  or  constructed  under 
this  authorization  shall  not  exceed  $10,000,  with  the  excep¬ 
tion  that  an}^  building  erected,  purchased,  or  acquired,  the 
cost  of  which  was  $10,000  or  more,  may  be  improved  within 
any  fiscal  year  by  an  amount  not  to  exceed  2  per  centum 
of  the  cost  of  such  buildings  certified  by  the  Secretary. 

FLOOD  CONTROL 

Flood  control:  For  expenses  necessary,  in  accordance 
with  the  Flood  Control  Act,  approved  June  22,  1936 
(Public  Law  738,  Seventy-fourth  Congress),  as  amended 
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and  supplemented,  to  make  preliminary  examinations  and 
surveys,  and  to  perform  works  of  improvements,  $6,000,000, 
including  not  to  exceed  $85,000  for  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia,  to  be  immediately  available  and 
to  remain  available  until  expended,  with  which  shall  be 
merged  the  unexpended  balances  of  funds  heretofore  appro¬ 
priated  or  transferred  to  the  Department  for  flood-control 
purposes:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  such  funds  shall  be 
used  for  the  purchase  of  lands  in  the  Yazoo  and  Little 
Tallahatchie  watersheds  without  specific  approval  of  the 
county  board  of  supervisors  of  the  county  in  which  such  lands 
are  situated:  Provided  further,  That  hereafter  funds  appro¬ 
priated  for  the  Yazoo  and  Little  Tallahatchie  watersheds 
shall  be  available  for  wrork  projects  in  all  areas  up  to  that 
over  wdiicli  the  War  Department  has  jurisdiction  and  respon¬ 
sibility  or  to  carry  out  emergency  measures  authorized  by 
section  7  of  the  Act  of  June  28,  1938  (52  Stat.  1225), 
as  amended. 

SOIL  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 
Eor  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  approved  April  27,  1935  (16  U.  S.  C.  590a-590f) , 
which  provides  for  a  national  program  of  erosion  control 
and  soil  and  water  conservation,  including  not  to  exceed 
$856,750  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
furnishing  of  subsistence  to  employees,  operation  and  main- 
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tenance  of  aircraft,  and  the  purchase  and  erection  or  altera¬ 
tion  of  permanent  buildings:  Provided,  That  the  cost  of 
any  building  purchased,  erected,  or  as  improved,  exclusive 
of  the  cost  of  constructing  a  water  supply  or  sanitary  system 
and  connecting  the  same  with  any  such  building,  shall 
not  exceed  $2,500  except  where  buildings  are  acquired  in 
conjunction  with  land  being  purchased  for  other  purposes 
and  except  for  eight  buildings  to  be  constructed  at  a  cost 
not  to  exceed  $15,000  per  building:  Provided  further,  That 
no  money  appropriated  in  this  Act  shall  be  available  for 
the  construction  of  any  such  building  on  land  not  owned 
by  the  Government:  Provided  further,  That  in  the  State 
of  Missouri  where  the  State  has  established  a  central  State 
agency  authorized  to  enter  into  agreements  with  the  United 
States  or  any  of  its  agencies  on  policies  and  general  pro¬ 
grams  for  the  saving  of  its  soil  by  the  extension  of  Fed¬ 
eral  aid  to  any  soil  conservation  district  in  such  State, 
the  agreements  made  by  or  on  behalf  of  the  United  States 
with  any  such  soil  conservation  district  shall  have  the  prior 
approval  of  such  central  State  agency  before  they  shall 
become  effective  as  to  such  district,  as  follows : 

Soil  conservation  research:  For  research  and  investiga¬ 
tions  into  the  character,  cause,  extent,  history,  and  effects 
of  erosion,  soil  and  moisture  depletion  and  methods  of  soil 
and  waiter  conservation  (including  the  construction  and 
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hydrologic  phases  of  farm  irrigation  and  land  drainage,  and 
water  regulation  to  conserve  the  soil  and  reduce  fire  hazards 
in  the  Everglades  region  of  Florida,  except  that  expenditures 
for  all  work  in  the  Everglades  region  shall  he  limited  to  a 
sum  not  in  excess  of  funds  made  available  for  such  work  by 
the  State  of  Florida,  or  political  subdivisions  thereof)  ;  and 
for  construction,  operation,  and  maintenance  of  experimental 
watersheds,  stations,  laboratories,  plots,  and  installations, 
$1,048,000. 

Soil  conservation  operations:  For  carrying  out  preven¬ 
tive  measures  to  conserve  soil  and  water,  including  such 
special  measures  as  may  he  necessary  to  prevent  floods  and 
the  siltation  of  reservoirs,  and  including  the  improvement 
of  farm  irrigation  and  land  drainage,  the  establishment  and 
operation  of  conservation  nurseries,  the  making  of  conserva¬ 
tion  plans  and  surveys,  and  the  dissemination  of  information 
$44,000,000:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation 
may  be  expended  for  soil  and  water  conservation  operations 
in  demonstration  projects. 

LAND  UTILIZATION  AND  RETIREMENT  OF 
SUBMARGINAL  LAND 

For  expenses  necessaiy  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
title  III  of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act,  approved 
July  22,  1937  (7  U.  S.  0.  1010-1012) ,  and  the  provisions 
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of  the  Act  approved  August  11,  1945  (Public  Law  179, 
Seventy-ninth  Congress),  including  not  to  exceed  $29,100 
for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  $1,000,000. 

PRODUCTION  AND  MARKETING 
ADMINISTRATION 

Conservation  and  Use  of  Agricultural  Land 

Resources 

Eor  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry 
into  effect  the  provisions  of  sections  7  to  17,  inclusive,  of  the 
Soil  Conservation  and  Domestic  Allotment  Act,  approved 
February  29,  1936,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  590g-590q) , 
and  the  provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of 
1938,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  1281-1407)  (except  the 
provisions  of  sections  201,  202,  303,  381,  and  383  and 
the  provisions  of  titles  IV  and  V) ,  including  personal 
services  in  ihe  District  of  Columbia  ;  not  to  exceed  $6,000 
for  the  preparation  and  display  of  exhibits,  including  such 
displays  at  State,  interstate,  and  international  fairs  within 
the  United  States;  $150,000,000,  to  remain  available 
until  December  31,  1949,  for  compliance  with  pro¬ 
grams  under  said  provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Adjust¬ 
ment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  and  the  Act  of  February 
29,  1936,  as  amended,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
1948  programs  carried  out  during  the  period  July  1, 
1947,  to  December  31,  1948,  inclusive:  Provided,  That 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


47 


not  to  exceed  $24,500,000  of  the  total  sum  provided 
under  this  head  shall  be  available  during*  the  current 
fiscal  year,  for  salaries  and  other  administrative  expenses 
for  carrying  out  such  programs,  including  the  tobacco  and 
peanut-marketing  quota  programs,  the  cost  of  aerial  photo¬ 
graphs,  however,  not  to  be  charged  to  such  limitation;  but 
not  more  than  $7,000,000  shall  be  transferred  to  the  appro¬ 
priation  account,  “Administrative  expenses,  section  392,  Ag¬ 
ricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938”:  Provided  further,  That 
payments  to  claimants  hereunder  may  be  made  upon  the 
certificate  of  the  claimant,  which  certificate  shall  be  in  such 
form  as  the  Secretary  may  prescribe,  that  he  has  carried 
out  the  conservation  practice  or  practices  and  has 
complied  with  all  other  requirements  as  conditions  for 
such  payments  and  that  the  statements  and  informa¬ 
tion  contained  in  the  application  for  payment  are  cor¬ 
rect  and  true,  to  the  best  of  his  knowledge  and  belief, 
under  the  penalties  of  the  Act  of  March  4,  1909,  as  amended 
(18  U.  S.  O.  80)  :  Provided  further,  That  none  of  the 
funds  herein  appropriated  or  made  available  for  the 
functions  assigned  to  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Agency 
pursuant  to  the  Executive  Order  Numbered  9069,  of 
February  23,  1942,  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  salaries  or 
expenses  of  any  regional  information  employees  or  any 
State  or  county  information  employees,  but  this  shall  not 
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preclude  the  answering  of  inquiries  or  supplying  of  infor¬ 
mation  to  individual  farmers:  Provided  further,  That  such 
amount  shall  he  available  for  salaries  and  other  administra¬ 
tive  expenses  in  connection  with  the  formulation  and  ad¬ 
ministration  of  the  1949  programs  (amounting  to  $225,000,- 
000,  including  administration,  and  formulated  on  the  basis  of 
a  distribution  of  the  funds  available  for  payments  and  grants 
among  the  several  States  in  accordance  with  their  conserva¬ 
tion  needs  as  determined  by  the  Secretary:  Provided  further, 
That  the  proportion  allocated  to  any  State  shall  not  he  re¬ 
duced  more  than  15  per  centum  from  the  1946  distribution 
and  that  no  participant  shall  receive  more  than  $500)  of  soil¬ 
building  practices  and  soil-  and  water-conservation  practices, 
under  the  Act  of  February  29,  1936,  as  amended,  and  pro¬ 
grams  under  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended;  hut  (lie  payments  or  grants  under  such  program 
shall  he  conditioned  upon  the  utilization  of  land  with  respect 
to  which  such  payments  or  grants  are  to  be  made,  in  con¬ 
formity  with  farming  practices  which  will  encourage  and 
provide  for  soil-building  and  soil-  and  water-conserving  prac¬ 
tices  in  the  most  practical  and  effective  manner  and  adapted 
to  conditions  in  the  several  States,  as  determined  and  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  State  committee  appointed  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  8  (b)  of  the  Soil  Conservation  and  Domestic  Allot¬ 
ment  Act,  as  amended  for  the  respective  States:  Provided 
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further,  That  the  Secretary  may,  in  his  discretion,  from 
time  to  time  transfer  to  the  General  Accounting  Office  such 
sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  pay  administrative  expenses 
of  said  Office  in  auditing  payments  under  this  item:  Provided 
further,  That  such  amounts  shall  be  available  for  the  pur¬ 
chase  of  seeds,  fertilizers,  lime,  trees,  or  any  other  farming 
materials,  or  any  soil-terracing  services,  and  making  grants 
thereof  to  agricultural  producers  to  aid  them  in  carrying 
out  farming  practices  approved  by  the  Secretary  under  pro¬ 
grams  provided  for  herein:  Provided  further,  That  the  Sec¬ 
retary  is  authorized  and  directed  to  make  payments  to 
farmers  who  complied  with  the  terms  and  conditions  of 
the  agricultural  conservation  programs,  formulated  pursuant 
to  sections  7  to  17,  inclusive,  of  the  Soil  Conservation 
and  Domestic  Allotment  Act,  as  amended,  if  the  Secre¬ 
tary  determines  that,  because  of  induction  into  the  armed 
forces  of  the  United  States,  such  farmers  failed  to  file,  or 
were  prevented  from  filing,  applications  for  payment  under 
any  such  program  during  the  period  the  applicable  appro¬ 
priation  for  such  program  was  available  for  obligation,  such 
payments  to  be  made  out  of  the  unobligated  balance  of  the 
appropriation,  “Conservation  and  use  of  agricultural  land 
resources”,  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture  Appropriation 
Act,  1946:  Provided  further,  That  an  application  for  pay¬ 
ment  on  the  prescribed  form  is  filed  by  any  such  farmer  (or 
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the  person  entitled  to  payment  in  case  of  death,  disappear¬ 
ance,  or  incompetency  of  the  farmer  under  regulations  issued 
pursuant  to  section  385  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act 
of  1938,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.,  1940  edition,  1385)  ) 
within  one  year  from  the  date  of  his  discharge  from  the 
armed  forces,  or  by  December  31,  1948,  whichever  is 
later:  And  provided  further,  That  no  part  of  any  funds  avail¬ 
able  to  the  Department,  or  any  bureau,  office,  corporation,  or 
other  agency  constituting  a  part  of  such  Department  shall  be 
used  in  the  current  fiscal  year  for  the  payment  of  salary  or 
travel  expenses  of  any  person  who  has  been  convicted  of 
violating  the  Act  entitled  “An  Act  to  prevent  pernicious 
political  activities”,  approved  August  2,  1939,  as  amended, 
or  who  has  been  found  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  6  of  the  Act  of  July  11,  1919  (18  U.  S.  C.  201), 
to  have  violated  or  attempted  to  violate  such  section  which 
prohibits  the  use  of  Federal  appropriations  for  the  payment 
of  personal  services  or  other  expenses  designed  to  influence 
in  any  manner  a  Member  of  Congress  to  favor  or  oppose  any 
legislation  or  appropriation  by  Congress  except  upon  request 
of  any  Member  or  through  the  proper  official  channels. 

Sugae  Act 

To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  into  effect  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1948,  approved  August  8,  1947 
(Public  Law  388),  including  such  amount  as  is  required 
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to  complete  payments  under  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  1100-1183),  $72,000,000,  to  re¬ 
main  available  until  June  30,  1950:  Provided,  That  ex¬ 
penditures  (including  transfers)  from  this  appropriation  for 
other  than  payments  to  sugar  producers  shall  not  exceed 
$1,385,545. 

National  School  Lunch  Act 

To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
the  National  School  Lunch  Act  of  June  4,  1946  (Public 
Law  396),  there  is  hereby  made  available  $65,000,000  of 
the  funds  appropriated  for  the  fiscal  year  1949  by  section  32 
of  the  Act  approved  August  24,  1935  (7  U.  S.  0.  612  (c)  ) , 
such  amount  to  be  without  regard  to  the  25  per  centum 
limitation  contained  in  said  section  32,  and  to  be  exclusive 
of  funds  expended  in  accordance  with  the  last  sentence  of 
section  9  of  the  National  School  Lunch  Act:  Provided,  That 
no  part  of  such  funds  shall  be  used  for  nonfood  assistance 
under  section  5  of  said  Act. 

Marketing  Services 

For  expenses  necessary,  including  not  to  exceed 
$2,187,827  for  personal  services  in  tlie  District  of  Columbia, 
in  conducting  investigations,  experiments  and  demonstrations, 
as  follows : 

Market  news  service:  For  collecting,  publishing,  and 
distributing,  by  telegraph,  mail,  or  otherwise,  timely  infor- 
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mation  on  the  market  supply  and  demand,  commercial 
movement,  location,  disposition,  quality,  condition,  and  mar¬ 
ket  prices  of  livestock,  meats,  fish,  and  animal  products, 
dairy  and  poultry  products  (including  broilers) ,  fruits  and 
vegetables,  peanuts  and  their  products,  grain,  hay,  feeds, 
cottonseed,  and  seeds,  and  other  agricultural  products, 
$1,667,250. 

Market  inspection  of  farm  products:  For  the  investi¬ 
gation  and  certification,  in  one  or  more  jurisdictions,  to 
shippers  and  other  interested  parties  of  the  class,  quality, 
and  condition  of  any  agricultural  commodity  or  food 
product,  whether  raw,  dried,  canned,  or  otherwise  processed, 
and  any  product  containing  an  agricultural  commodity 
or  derivative  thereof  when  offered  for  interstate  shipment 
or  when  received  at  such  important  central  markets  as 
the  Secretary  may  from  time  to  time  designate;  or  at 
points  which  may  he  conveniently  reached  therefrom  under 
such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  including 
payment  of  such  fees  as  will  be  reasonable  and  as  nearly 
as  may  he  to  cover  the  cost  for  the  service  rendered, 
$712,000. 

Marketing  farm  products:  For  acquiring  and  diffusing 
among  the  people  of  the  United  States  useful  information 
relative  to  the  needed  supplies,  standardization,  classification, 
grading,  preparation  for  market,  handling,  transportation, 
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storage,  and  marketing  of  farm  and  food  products,  including 
the  demonstration  and  promotion  of  the  use  of  uniform 
standards  of  classification  of  American  farm  and  food  products 
throughout  the  world,  for  making  analyses  of  cotton  fiber 
as  provided  by  the  Act  of  April  7,  1941  (7  U.  S.  0.  473d) , 
for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  section  201  (a)  to  201 
(d),  inclusive  of  title  II  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  of  1938  (7  U.  S.  O.  1291) ,  and  for  coordinating  nutri¬ 
tion  services  made  available  by  Federal,  State,  and  other 
agencies,  including  not  to  exceed  $10,000  for  employment 
pursuant  to  the  second  sentence  of  section  706  (a) ,  of  the 
Organic  Act  of  1944  (5  IT.  S.  0.  541b),  as  amended  by 
section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a), 
and  not  to  exceed  $20,000  for  transportation  and  other 
necessary  expenses  including  not  to  exceed  $10  per  diem 
of  persons  serving  without  compensation  while  away  from 
their  homes  or  regular  places  of  business ;  printing  and  bind¬ 
ing;  and  not  to  exceed  $150  for  newspapers,  $1,222,500: 
Provided ,  That  the  Secretary  may  make  available  to  any 
bureau,  office,  or  agency  of  the  Department  such  amounts 
from  this  appropriation  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the 
functions  for  which  this  appropriation  is  made,  and  any  such 
amounts  shall  be  in  addition  to  amounts  transferred  or 
otherwise  made  available  to  appropriation  items  in  this  Act. 

Tobacco  Acts:  To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of 
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the  Act  to  establish  and  promote  the  use  of  standards  of 
classification  for  tobacco,  to  provide  and  maintain  an  official 
tobacco-inspection  service,  approved  August  23,  1935  (7 
U.  S.  C.  51 1—51  lq) ,  the  Act  to  provide  for  the  collection 
and  publication  of  statistics  of  tobacco  by  the  Department, 
approved  January  14,  1929  (7  U.  S.  C.  501-508),  as 
amended,  and  the  Act  to  prohibit  the  exportation  of  tobacco 
seed  and  plants,  approved  June  5,  1940  (7  U.  S.  0.  516) , 
$1,552,000. 

Cotton  Statistics,  Classing,  Standards  and  Futures  Acts: 
To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Act  authorizing 
the  Secretary  to  collect  and  publish  statistics  of  the  grade 
and  staple  length  of  cotton,  approved  March  3,  1927,  as 
amended  by  the  Act  of  April  13,  1937  (7  IT.  S.  C.  471- 
476) ,  and  to  perform  the  duties  imposed  upon  him  by  chap¬ 
ter  14  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  relating  to  cotton 
futures  (26  IT.  S.  C.  1920-1935),  and  to  carry  into  effect 
the  provisions  of  the  United  States  Cotton  Standards  Act, 
approved  March  4,  1923,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  51-65), 
$1,399,000. 

Marketing  regulatory  acts:  For  expenses  necessary  to 
carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Perishable  Agricultural 
Commodities  Act,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  499a-499r) ,  the 
Act  to  prevent  the  destruction  or  dumping  of  farm  produce 
(7  U.  S.  C.  491-497),  the  Act  to  provide  standards  for 
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\  . 

baskets  and  containers  for  fruits  and  vegetables,  as  amended 
( 15  U.  S.  0.  251-256) ,  the  Act  to  fix  standards  for  hampers, 

round  stave  baskets,  and  splint  baskets  for  fruits  and  vege- 

\ 

tables  (15  U.  S.  C.  257—2571) ,  the  Act  to  provide  export 
standards  for  apples  and  pears  (7  U.  S.  C.  581-589),  the 
United  States  Grain  Standards  Act  (7  U.  S.  0.  71-87), 
the  United  States  Warehouse  Act  (7  U.  S.  0.  241-273), 
the  Federal  Seed  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  1551-1610) ,  the  Packers 
and  Stockyards  Act,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  181-229), 
the  Naval  Stores  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  91-99) ,  and  the  Federal 
Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Bodenticide  Act  of  June  25, 
1947  (Public  Law  104) ,  $3,178,350. 

COMMODITY  EXCHANGE  AUTHOBITY 
Commodity  Exchange  Act:  To  enable  the  Secretary  to 
carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Commodity  Exchange 
Act,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  1— 17a) ,  including  not  to 
exceed  $153,000  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  $530,000. 

farmers’  home  administration 
For  expenses  necessary,  including  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia,  to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions 
of  titles  I,  II,  and  the  related  provisions  of  title  IV  of  the 
Bankhead- Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  1000-1029) , 
as  amended,  the  Farmers’  Home  Administration  Act  of  1946 
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security  for  or  assisting  in  the  collection  of  a  loan  or  advance 
theretofore  made  by  the  Corporation,  or  (2)  is  for  use  in  and 
confined  to  a  specific  area  or  region  in  which  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  shall  have  found  that  such  loans  for  specified 
agricultural  purposes  and  for  limited  time  periods  are  neces¬ 
sary  because  of  economic  emergencies  or  production  disasters. 
All  loans  and  advances  made  pursuant  to  this  section  will 
carry  the  full  personal  liability  of  the  borrower,  shall  be 
secured  by  crops  or  livestock  and  such  additional  collateral 
as  is  deemed  necesjiar}7  to  afford  reasonable  assurance  of 
repayment,  and  will  be  accompanied  by  a  certificate  of  refusal 


of  the  loan  or  advance  by  a  local  bank  or  the  production 
credit  association  serving  the  area. 

Sec.  3.  Within  the  unit  limit  of  cost  fixed  by  law  the 
lump-sum  appropriations  made  for  the  Department  under 
this  title  shall  be  available  for  the  purchase  of  passenger 
motor  vehicles,  and  for  the  hire  of  such  vehicles,  necessarv 


in  the  conduct  of  the  work  of  the  Department  outside  the 
District  of  Columbia,  but  the  number  of  such  vehicles  pur¬ 
chased  or  otherwise  acquired  for  all  the  activities  of  the 
Department  for  which  appropriations  are  made  under  such 
title  shall  not  exceed  the  total  number  indicated  for  purchase 
by  the  Department  under  the  statements  of  proposed  expendi¬ 
tures  for  purchase  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles  in 
the  Budget. 
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Sec.  4.  Provisions  of  law  prohibiting  or  restricting  the 
employment  of  aliens  shall  not  apply  to  (1)  the  temporary 
employment  of  translators  when  competent  citizen  translators 
are  not  available;  (2)  employment  in  cases  of  emergency 
of  persons  in  the  field  service  of  the  Department  for  periods 
of  not  more  than  sixty  days;  and  (3)  employment  under 
the  appropriation  for  the  Office  of  Foreign  Agricultural 
Relations. 

Sec.  5.  Appropriations  made  in  this  title  shall  be  avail- 
able  for  health  service  programs  as  authorized  by  law  (5 
U.  S.  0.  150). 

Sec.  6.  Appropriations  and  other  funds  available  to  the 
Department  during  the  current  fiscal  year  (except  those 
appropriated  or  authorized  in  title  II  of  this  Act  for  'such 
fiscal  year)  shall  be  available  for  the  payment  of  claims  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  403  of  the  Federal  Tort  Claims  Act  (28 
IT.  S.  C.  921). 

Sec.  7.  No  part  of  any  appropriation  contained  in  this 
title  shall  he  used  to  pay  the  salary  or  wages  of  an}^  person 
who  engages  in  a  strike  against  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  or  who  is  a  member  of  an  organization  of  Government 
employees  that  asserts  the  right  to  strike  against  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  United  States,  or  who  advocates,  or  is  a  member 
of  an  organization  that  advocates,  the  overthrow  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  by  force  or  violence :  Pro- 
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vided,  That  for  the  purposes  hereof  an  affidavit  shall  be  con¬ 
sidered  prima  facie  evidence  that  the  person  making  the 
affidavit  has  not  contrary  to  the  provisions  of  this  section 
engaged  in  a  strike  against  the  Government  of  the  United 
States,  is  not  a  member  of  an  organization  of  Government 
employees  that  asserts  the  right  to  strike  against  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  United  States,  or  that  such  person  does  not  ad¬ 
vocate,  and  is  not  a  member  of  an  organization  that  advocates, 

the  overthrow  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  by 

• 

force  or  violence :  Provided  further,  That  such  administrative 
or  supervisory  employees  of  the  Department  as  may  be  desig¬ 
nated  for  the  purpose  by  the  Secretary  are  hereby  authorized 
to  administer  the  oaths  to  persons  making  affidavits  required 
by  this  section,  and  they  shall  charge  no  fee  for  so  doing: 
Provided  further,  That  any  person  who  engages  in  a  strike 
against  the  Government  of  the  United  States  or  who  is  a 
member  of  an  organization  of  Government  emp^ees  that 
asserts  the  right  to  strike  against  the  Government  of  the 
United  States,  or  who  advocates,  or  who  is  a  member  of  an 
organization  that  advocates,  the  overthrow  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  United  States  by  force  or  violence  and  accepts 
employment  the  salary  or  wages  for  which  are  paid  from 
any  appropriation  contained  in  this  title  shall  be  guilty  of  a 
felony  and  upon  conviction,  shall  be  fined  not  more  than 
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$1,000  or  imprisoned  for  not  more  than  one  year,  or  both: 
Provided  further,  That  the  above  penalty  clause  shall  he  in 
addition  to,  and  not  in  substitution  for,  any  other  provisions 
of  existing  law:  Provided  further,  That  nothing  in  this  sec¬ 
tion  shall  be  construed  to  require  an  affidavit  from  any  person 
employed  for  less  than  sixty  days  for  sudden  emergency  work 
involving  the  loss  of  human  life  or- destruction  of  property, 
and  payment  of  salary  or  wages  may  be  made  to  such  persons 
from  applicable  appropriations  for  services  rendered  in  such 
emergency  without  execution  of  the  affidavit  contemplated  by 
this  section. 

Sec.  8.  Limitations  on  amounts  to  be  expended  for  per¬ 
sonal  services  under  appropriations  in  this  Act  shall  not 
apply  to  lump-sum  leave  payments  pursuant  to  the  Act  of 
December  21,  1944  (5  U.  S.  C.  6 1  b— e ) . 

Sec.  9.  This  Act  may  be  cited  as  the  “Department  of 
Agriculture  Appropriation  Act,  1949”. 

TITLE  II— GOVERNMENT  CORPORATIONS 
Sec.  201.  The  following  sums  are  appropriated,  out 
of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated, 
for  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation  for  the  current 
fiscal  year,  namely: 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  FEDERAL  CROP  INSURANCE  ACT 
Operating  expenses:  For  operating  and  administrative 
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expenses,  $3,725,000,  including  not  to  exceed  $700  for 
newspapers. 

Sec.  202.  The  following  corporations  are  hereby  author¬ 
ized  to  make  such  expenditures,  within  the  limits  of  funds 
and  borrowing  authority  available  to  each  such  corporation 
and  in  accord  with  law,  and  to  make  such  contracts  and  com¬ 
mitments  without  regard  to  fiscal  year  limitations  as  pro¬ 
vided  by  section  104  of  the  Government  Corporation  Control 
Act,  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the  programs  set 
forth  in  the  budget  for  the  current  fiscal  year  for  each  such 
corporation,  except  as  hereinafter  provided: 

ADMINISTRATIVE  EXPENSES,  COMMODITY  CREDIT 

CORPORATION 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation:  Nothing  in  this  Act 
shall  be  so  construed  as  to  prevent  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  from  carrying  out  any  activity  or  any  program 
authorized  by  law:  Provided,  That  not  to  exceed 
$7,575,000  shall  he  available  for  administrative  expenses 
of  the  Corporation,  including  not  to  exceed  $400  for 
periodicals,  maps,  and  newspapers,  and  not  to  exceed  $30,000 
for  penalty  mail:  Provided  further,  That  all  necessary  ex¬ 
penses  (including  legal  and  special  services  performed  on  a 
contract  or  fee  basis,  but  not  including  other  personal  serv¬ 
ices)  in  connection  with  the  acquisition,  operation,  main¬ 
tenance,  improvement,  or  disposition  of  any  real  or  personal 
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1  property  belonging  to  the  Corporation  or  in  which  it  has  an 

2  interest,  including  expenses  of  collections  of  pledged  col- 

3  lateral,  shall  he  considered  as  nonadministrative  expenses 

4  for  the  purposes  hereof. 

5  Sec.  203.  The  authorities,  restrictions,  and  prohibitions 

6  specified  under  the  head  “General  provisions”  in  the  Govern- 

7  ment  Corporations  Appropriations  Act,  1949,  shall  be  ap- 

8  plicable  to  title  II  of  this  Act. 
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80th  CONGRESS 
2d  Session 


Oth  Congress  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  j  Report 
2d  Session  )  (  No.  1571 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE  APPROPRIATION  BILL, 

FISCAL  YEAR  1949  1 


vrch  16,  1948. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State 
of  the  Union  and  ordered  to  be  printed 


Mr.  Dirksen,  from  the  Committee  on  Appropriations,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT 

[To  accompany  H.  R.  5883] 

The  Committee  on  Appropriations  presents  herewith  the  bill  making 
appropriations  for  the  Department  of  Agriculture  (exclusive  of  the 
Farm  Credit  Administration)  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1949. 

The  estimates  upon  which  the  bill  is  based  are  contained  in  the 
Budget  on  pages  261  to  399,  and  in  House  Document  No.  503  of  the 
present  session. 

The  bill  carries  a  total  of  $543,283,453  in  direct  appropriations, 
which  sum  is  $89,243,198  below  the  total  of  direct  appropriations 
k'-tiie  fiscal  year  1948.  It  is  $92,049,027  below  the  budget  estimate 
for  direct  appropriations  for  1949.  This  decrease  is  offset,  however, 
by  an  increase  of  $65,000,000  in  the  category  of  transfer  of  appropria- 
.  tions.  This  sum  is  transferred  under  the  provisions  of  the  bill  from 
;  the  permanent  appropriation  “Exportation  and  domestic  consumption 
'of  agricultural  commodities,”  known  as  “section  32  funds,”  and  is 
made  available  for  the  school-lunch  program.  The  Budget  having 
proposed  a  direct  appropriation  of  $65,000,000  for  this  program,  that 
sum  is  of  course  incorporated  in  the  above-mentioned  decrease  in 
direct  appropriations  of  $92,049,027.  The  net  decrease  effected  by 
the  bill  is,  therefore,  the  difference  between  the  decrease  of  $91 ,91 1 ,027 
in  direct  appropriations  and  the  increase  of  $65,000,000  in  transfers,  or 
$27,049,027. 

REA  LOAN  AUTHORIZATION  , 

•  _ 

lie  bill  proposes  an  authorization  of  $400,000,000  in  REA  loans  to 

wrowed  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  when  needed  to  pay 
for  construction  in  connection  with  projects  under  the  REA  program. 


1  Exclusive  of  the  Farm  Credit  Administration. 
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This  sum  is  $175,000,000  more  than  the  amount  authorized  for  1948 
and  it  is  $100,000,000  above  the  amount  requested  in  the  budget.  In 
the  light  of  the  expenditure  record  under  REA  loan  authorizations 
to  date,  it  is  not  likely  that  much,  if  any,  of  the  $400,000,000  author¬ 
ized  in  this  bill  will  be  expended  during  the  fiscal  year  1949,  although 
it  may  be  committed  to  the  cooperatives  under  loan  contracts. 
This  aspect  of  the  REA  loan  authorizations  is  discussed  more  fully  in 
the  subsequent  text  of  this  report  under  the  caption  “Rural  Electri¬ 
fication  Administration.” 

PERMANENT  APPROPRIATIONS 

* 

The  President’s  budget  indicates  a  total  of  $146,327,127  of  funds 
which  will  be  available  under  the  several  permanent  appropriations 
for  the  fiscal  year  1949,  a  decrease  of  $14,000,000  under  the  comparable 
amount  for  1948.  The  principal  permanent  appropriation  is  that  for 
the  “Exportation  and  domestic  consumption  of  agricultural  commodi¬ 
ties,”  known  as  “section  32  funds.”  Thirty  percent  of  the  customs 
receipts  for  the  last  previous  calendar  year  is  the  amount  permanently 
appropriated  each  year  by  the  law  and  made  available  to  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Agriculture  for  the  purposes  specified  in  the  act.  For  1948 
this  appropriation  was  $149,023,930;  for  1949  the  amount  is  $135,- 
000,000.  The  President’s  budget  sets  up  an  expenditure  of  $44,000,- 
000  of  the  section  32  funds  and  submits  language  rescinding  and  cover¬ 
ing  back  into  the  Treasury  the  balance  of  $91,000,000  of  this  perma¬ 
nent  appropriation.  The  committee  has  stricken  qut  the  language 
submitted  in  the  budget  relating  to  the  rescission  of  the  $91,000,000, 
thus  leaving  undisturbed  this  permanent  appropriation  made  by  other 
law  in  the  amount  of  $135,000,000.  The  committee  has  then  trans¬ 
ferred  $65,000,000  of  this  appropriation  to  the  appropriation  carried 
elsewhere  in  the  bill  for  the  school-lunch  program.  This  will  leave 
$70,000,000  available  for  section  32  purposes,  an  increase  of  $26,000,- 
000  above  the  amount  set  up  in  the  budget. 

AUTHORIZATION  FOR  ADMINISTRATIVE  EXPENSES 

The  bill  carries  an  authorization  of  $7,575,000  for  administrative 
expenses  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  payable  from  cor¬ 
poration  funds.  This  is  the  amount  estimated  by  the  budget  and  is 
$875,000  below  the  amount  authorized  for  the  same  purpose  for  the 
fiscal  year  194S. 

TRUST  FUNDS 

The  Department  administers  each  year  the  expenditure  of  very 
substantial  amounts  in  trust  for  various  contributors  or  beneficiaries. 
An  example  is  the  trust  fund  of  $4,500,000  contributed  to  the  Forest 
Service  bv  private  owners  of  forest  lands  situated  within  the  boundaries 
of  the  national  forests.  These  contributions  are  to  enable  the  Forest 
Service  to  include  these  privately  owned  lands  within  their  programs 
of  forest-fire  prevention  and  other  activities  for  the  protection  of  the  ! 
national  forests.  Another  example  is  the  trust  fund  of  more  than  ! 
$4,000,000  in  deposits  made  by  the  owners  of  farm  products  to  cover 
the  cost  of  inspection  and  grading  of  such  products.  The  total  of  ' 
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all  trust  funds  estimated  to  be  available  for  the  fiscal  year  1948  is 
$22,904,985;  and  for  1949  it  is  $21,040,522. 


The  following  summary  table  sets  out  the  data  discussed  in  the 
above  text: 


Item 

1948 

Budget  esti¬ 
mates,  1949 

Committee 
bill  for  1949 

Increase  (+)  nr  decrease 
(— ),  committee  bill  com¬ 
pared  with — 

Appropria¬ 
tions,  1948 

Budget  esti¬ 
mates,  1949 

Direct  appropriations _ 

$632,  526,  651 

$635, 332, 4S0 

$543,  283, 453 

— $89, 243, 198 

-$92,049, 027 

Transfer  of  appropriation,  for 

school-lunch  program 1 _ 

65, 000, 000 

65, 000, 000 

+65, 000, 000 

Total . . - . .  - 

697, 526, 651 

635, 332, 480 

608,  283, 453 

-89,  243, 198 

-27,049, 027 

Permanent  appropriations  (net)  2-.. 

55, 327, 127 

55, 327, 127 

81, 327, 127 

+26, 000, 000 

+26, 000, 00 

Loan  authorization  (REA)..  - 

225, 000, 000 

300, 000, 000 

400, 000, 000 

+175, 000, 000 

+100. 000, 000 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation 

(administrative  expenses  from 

Corporation  funds)  . . 

[8, 450, 000] 

17, 575, 000] 

[7, 575, 000] 

[-875, 000] 

% 

'  From  permanent  appropriation  “Exportation  and  domestic  consumption  of  agricultural  commodities” 
(known  as  “sec.  32  funds”). 

2  See  table,  “Permanent  appropriations”  on  p.  50. 

<  i 

Detailed  tables  of  the  several  classes  referred  to  in  the  above  sum¬ 
mary  may  be  found  on  pages  38  to  52. 

ACTION  OF  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  THE  PARTICULAR  ITEMS  OF  BUDGET 

INCREASES  OR  DECREASES 

On  pages  32  to  37  will  be  found  a  list  of  the  several  individual  items 
of  budget  increases  and  decreases  and  the  recommendations  of  the 
Committee  with  respect  thereto. 

secretary’s  office 

The  budget  has  requested  an  appropriation  of  $2,083,000  for  the 
Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture.  The  committee  has  allowed 
$2,033,000  or  a  reduction  of  $50,000.  The  committee  was  impressed 
with  the  statement  made  by  the  Secretary  concerning  the  losses  of 
personnel  in  many  of  the  higher  grades  where  the  duties  of  the  position 
require  abilities  and  experience  of  a  very  high  order.  The  Secretary 
reported  that  he  is  constantly  losing  personnel  in  this  category  because 
the  incumbents  receive  offers  from  private  industry  which  are  so 
greatly  in  excess  of  the  salaries  the  Department  can  pay  under  the 
limitations  of  the  Classification  Act  that  the  employees  to  whom  these 
offers  come  cannot,  in  justice  to  themselves  and  their  families,  decline. 
The  Secretary  reported  that  he  would  not  necessarily  need  to  offer 
as  great  remuneration  as  could  be  had  in  private  industry,  since  many 
of  the  employees  and  officers  have  a  predilection  for  Government 
service  and  would  remain  even  at  some  sacrifice.  In  recent  years 
however,  the  Secretary  reports  that  the  gap  between  Government 
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pay  and  pay  in  private  industry  has  widened  so  greatly  that  many 
employees  feel  they  cannot  indulge  their  preference  to  remain  in  the 
Government.  To  afford  the  Secretary  some  relief  in  this  quarter  the 
committee  has  included  in  the  bill  the  following  provision: 

Within  the  funds  available  to  the  Department,  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  may 
fix  the  compensation  of  not  to  exceed  ten  persons  without  regard  to  the  maximum 
payable  under  existing  law  to  serve,  without  regard  to  civil-service  laws,  in  any 
positions  in  the  Department. 

PENALTY  MAIL 

The  budget  estimate  for  penalty  mail  is  in  the  sum  of  $3,748,000,  an 
increase  of  $262,000  above  the  appropriation  for  1948.  Of  this 
increase  $252,870  is  to  cover  the  increased  cost  to  the  Post  Office 
Department  of  handling  penalty  mail  of  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture.  The  rate  per  thousand  pieces  for  such  mail  for  the  current  year 
is  $18.60.  The  Post  Office  Department  has  advised  that  for  the  fiscal 
year  1949  the  rate  will  be  increased  to  $20  per  thousand  pieces.  An 
increase  of  $9,130  is  submitted  to  meet  the  cost  of  additional  mailings 
incident  to  numerous  increases  proposed  in  the  1949  estimates  for 
various  bureaus  and  services  of  the  Department.  The  experience  and 
observations  of  the  subcommittee  holding  hearings  on  this  bill,  bears 
out  the  conclusion  that  the  Penalty  Mail  Act  serves  no  useful  purpose, 
saves  no  money;  on  the  contrary,  increases  the  cost  to  the  Government 
of  handling  official  mail  and  that  the  act  should  be  repealed.  The 
subcommittee  has  ordered  that  a  bill  be  drafted  for  introduction 
repealing  the  act  of  June  28,  1944,  otherwise  known  as  the  Penalty 
Mail  Act.  The  committee  expresses  the  hope  that  Congress  will  act 
favorably  upon  the  bill.  It  has  eliminated  the  appropriation  for 
penalty  mail  in  this  bill,  and  it  will  not  be  needed  if  the  proposed  repeal 
legislation  is  enacted. 

« 

RESEARCH  AND  MARKETING  ACT  OF  1946 

The  1948  appropriation  for  carrying  out  the  Research  and  Market¬ 
ing  Act  of  1946  is  in  the  sum  of  $9,000,000.  The  budget  has  estimated 
$19,000,000  for  the  fiscal  year  1949,  being  the  full  amount  authorized 
in  the  act  for  the  second  year  of  operations.  The  committee  has 
approved  a  total  of  $12,000,000,  the  increase  of  $3,000,000  being  for  j 
distribution  and  marketing  research  authorized  by  title  II  of  the  act.  j 
The  emphasis  of  the  bill  on  the  distribution  and  marketing  research 
represented  by  the  committee’s  approval  of  the  budget  increase  of 
$3,000,000  for  this  phase  of  the  work  reflects  the  committee’s  under¬ 
standing  that  such  emphasis  was  in  the  minds  of  the  legislative  com¬ 
mittee  which  drew  the  act.  Research  under  the  other  divisions  of 
the  act  namely,  (1)  for  payments  to  the  State  experiment  stations, 
(2)  for  research  on  utilization  and  associated  problems  under  section 
10  (a)  of  said  act  and  for  cooperative  research  other  than  research  on  | 
utilization  under  section  10  (b)  of  the  act,  has  been  continued  by  the  i 
committee  for  1949  at  the  same  levels  for  which  appropriations  have 
been  made  for  the  current  fiscal  year.  In  view  of  the  late  date  of  j 
approval  of  the  current  appropriation  act,  which  was  July  30,  1947,  S 
because  of  which,  as  well  as  because  the  current  year  is  the  first  year  i 
of  operations,  the  projects  are  not  even  at  this  date,  all  of  them  well 


AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  19  49  5 

under  way.  It  is  the  belief  of  the  committee  that  it  is  in  the  long-time 
interest  of  the  research  program,  and  in  the  interest  of  efficiency  and 
economy  that  no  further  increase  in  the  appropriations  for  these 
activities  should  be  made  until  after  a  full  year  of  operations.  It  is 
the  conviction  of  the  committee  that,  a  year  hence,  a  much  more 
intelligent  and  more  fruitful  research  program  can  be  planned  and 
appropriated  for  at  the  levels  contemplated  in  the  authorizing  act 
than  would  be  the  case  in  planning  for  such  a  large  program  at  this 
date.  One  needs  but  to  read  the  hearings  to  realize  what  a  far-flung 
activity  was  initiated  by  the  Hope-Flannagan  Act.  The  committee 
believes  that,  if  carefully  planned  and  not  too  rapidly  expanded,  the 
program  of  research  provided  by  the  Act  referred  to  will  have  proven 
to  be  one  of  the  greatest  pieces  of  work  for  the  advancement  of  Ameri¬ 
can  agriculture. 

OFFICE  OF  THE  SOLICITOR 

The  budget  estimate  of  $2,124,500  for  the  Office  of  the  Solicitor 
represents  an  increase  of  $41,500  above  the  appropriation  for  the  fiscal 
year  1948.  The  committee  made  a  very  substantial  reduction  in  this 
Office  a  year  ago  with  a  view  of  forcing  the  needed  adjustment  in 
organizational  structure  to  enable  the  accomplishment  of  all  essential 
functions  at  reduced  costs.  The  Solicitor  has  reported  very  substan¬ 
tial  progress  in  that  direction  but  the  committee  believes  more  good 
work  can  be  done  in  this  field  and  to  that  end  has  made  a  further  re¬ 
duction  of  $100,000  under  the  budget  estimate  of  $2,124,500. 

OFFICE  OF  INFORMATION 

The  committee  has  reported  the  budget  request  of  $580,000  for 
salaries  and  expenses  in  the  Office  of  Information.  This  represents  a 
cut  of  but  $164  under  the  amount  appropriated  for  1948,  the  reduction 
being  made  merely  for  the  purpose  of  rounding  out  the  appropriation 
figure. 

Printing  and  binding.- — The  1948  appropriation  for  printing  and 
binding  is  $1,607,000.  The  budget  estimate  for  1949  is  $1,857,000,  an 
increase  of  $250,000.  The  committee  has  allowed  $1,800,000.  The 
budget  increase  of  $250,000  represents  the  following  submissions: 
Job  work  and  binding,  $30,000;  research  and  technical  bulletins, 
$110,000;  farmers’  bulletins,  $110,000.  The  budget  carries  the 
customary  allotment  for  printing  and  binding  the  Yearbook  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  which  will  provide  400  copies  for  each  Member  of  the  House 
and  550  for  each  Senator.  This  yearbook  is  to  be  on  the  subject  of 
“Trees”  and  deliveries  will  probably  not  be  made  until  toward  the 
end  of  the  fiscal  year  1949.  The  title  of  the  yearbook  for  which  appro¬ 
priations  were  made  last  year  is  “Grass.”  This  book  will  begin  to 
come  off  the  press  for  delivery  to  House  and  Senate  Members  about 
June  15  of  this  year  and  will  be  distributed  to  the  Members  of  the 
House  and  Senate  at  the  same  ratio  as  above  indicated  for  next  year’s 
yearbook. 

LIBRARY 

The  budget  estimate  of  $660,000  for  the  library  is  in  the  same 
amount  as  the  appropriation  for  the  fiscal  year  1948.  The  committee 
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has  reduced  the  estimate  by  $60,000,  leaving  an  appropriation  for 
1949  of  $600,000.  The  committee  believes  this  reduction  can  be 
met  by  the  exercise  of  a  better  selectivity  in  the  acquisition  of  publica¬ 
tions  on  the  subject  of  agriculture.  Undoubtedly  some  of  the  matter 
now  included  in  the  acquisition  program  can  be  dispensed  with  without 
real  loss  to  the  reservoir  of  agriculture  knowledge. 

BUREAU  OF  AGRICULTURAL  ECONOMICS 

Economic  investigations. — The  1948  appropriation  for  economic 
investigations  is  in  the  sum  of  $1,988,500,  and  the  budget  has  esti¬ 
mated  the  same  amount  for  the  fiscal  year  1949.  The  committee 
has  reduced  the  estimate  to  the  sum  of  $1,900,000  representing  a 
reduction  under  the  budget  of  $88,500.  The  present  Chief  of  this 
Bureau  has  made  an  excellent  record  during  his  incumbency  and, 
under  reduced  appropriations,  has  reorganized  his  staff  in  such  manner 
as  to  give  the  Department  of  Agriculture  generally  very  adequate 
service  in  the  field  of  agriculture,  economy.  The  committee  has  con¬ 
fidence  in  his  ability  to  absorb  this  small  additional  reduction  without 
impairment  to  the  service.  ,  , 

Crop  and  livestock  estimates. — The  committee  lias  recommended 
the  budget  estimate  of  $2,375,400  for  crop  and  livestock  estimates, 
which  is  the  amount  appropriated  for  1948.  The  committee  regards 
the  statistical  work  done  under  this  appropriation  as  being  of  primary 
importance  to  the  work  of  the  entire  Department  and  feels  sure  that 
the  Bureau  will  carry  on  under  the  appropriation  provided  at  its 
usual  efficient  level. 

OFFICE  OF  FOREIGN  AGRICULTURAL  RELATIONS 

The  1948  appropriation  for  the  Office  of  Foreign  Agricultural  Rela¬ 
tions  is  in  the  sum  of  $503,000.  The  budget  has  requested  an  increase 
of  $11,700  for  within-grade  salary  advancements,  otherwise  the  work 
to  be  carried  on  in  1949  as  in  1948.  The  committee  has  reported  the 
1948  amount,  namely  $503,000,  which  will  necessitate  the  absorption 
of  the  in-grade  promotions.  The  committee  believes  this  office  will 
be  able  to  absorb  its  increases  without  impairment  to  the  service  ! 
rendered.  It  is  the  committee’s  information  that  much  of  the  work  | 
being  done  abroad  is  now  being  done  out  of  the  allotments  from  the  | 
Research  and  Marketing  Act,  which  will  give  this  office  some  slack,  i 
out  of  which  to  absorb  the  committee’s  reduction. 

EXTENSION  SERVICE 

P ayfnents  to  States. — The  budget  estimate  for  payment  to  States  is  in 
the  sum  of  $22,966,950  which  is  an  increase  of  $134,000  above  the 
1948  amount.  This  increase  is  to  bring  the  allotment  of  Puerto  Rico 
from  the  current  sum  of  $274,000  to  the  aggregate  of  $408,000.  The 
latter  amount  is  the  total  of  the  authorization  which  was  due  to  be 
reached  in  the  fiscal  year  1947.  The  statutory  step-ups  for  Puerto  , 
Rico  have  been  presented  by  the  budget  in  past  years  in  accordance 
with  the  schedule  provided  in  the  act.  The  Congress  has  not  always 
appropriated  the  full  amount  of  the  authorization,  but  the  amount 
carried  in  this  bill  will  complete  the  schedule  of  step-ups  for  this  item. 
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The  committee  was  advised  again  this  year  as  it  has  been  in  former 
years  of  the  serious  economic  conditions  obtaining  among  the  popula¬ 
tion  of  more  than  two  million  people  in  this  island  where  the  standards 
of  living  are  notably  inadequate.  Food  is  the  primary  need  in  Puerto 
Rico  and  intensification  of  the  Extension  Service  there  is  believed  to 
afford  hope  that  a  more  adequate  food  supply  will  result. 

AGRICULTURAL  RESEARCH  ADMINISTRATION 
OFFICE  OF  ADMINISTRATOR 

The  committee  lias  approved  the  budget  estimate  of  $406,300  for 
the  Office  of  Administrator,  Agricultural  Eesearcli  Administration. 
This  represents  a  net  decrease  of  $75,200  under  the  appropriation  for 
1948.  The  net  decrease  mentioned  consists  of  decreases  totaling 
$89,200  for  nonrecurring  1948  items  in  connection  with  repairs  of 
facilities  and  replacement  of  worn-out  farm  and  other  equipment; 
offset  by  an  increase  for  1949  of  $14,000  for  repairs  to  certain  service 
buildings  at  the  Agricultural  Kesearch  Center  at  Beltsville,  Aid. 

SPECIAL  RESEARCH  FUND 

The  committee  has  approved  the  budget  estimate  of  $1,230,000  for 
the  Special  Research  Fund.  The  budget  estimate  represents  increases 
totaling  $50,000,  of  which  $17,000  is  lor  the  replacement  of  worn-out 
farm  and  other  equipment  at  special  research  laboratories.  Five 
thousand  dollars  is  for  construction  of  a  seed  and  equipment  storage 
building  at  the  soybean  laboratory,  $5,000  is  for  construction  of  an 
incinerator  at  the  animal-disease  laboratory,  and  $23,000  is  for  con¬ 
structing  a  poultry  house  at  the  regional  poultry  laboratory  at  East 
Lansing,  Alich.  It  is  worthy  of  note  that  the  budget  estimate  repre¬ 
sents  a  decrease  of  $23,000  on  account  of  the  discontinuance  of  certain 
projects  concerned  with  research  on  special  problems  basic  to  agri¬ 
culture. 

RESEARCH  ON  STRATEGIC  AND  CRITICAL  AGRICULTURAL  MATERIALS 

The  committee  has  allowed  the  budget  estimate  of  $349,000  for 
research  on  strategic  and  critical  agricultural  materials.  This  research 
is  directed  primarily  toward  the  production  of  natural  rubber  in  or 
Dear  the  United  States.  Headquarters  for  this  research  have  been 
continued  at  Salinas,  Calif.  A  program  of  laboratory  and  green¬ 
house  research  is  under  way  on  factors  affecting  growth  and  rubber 
accumulation  in  guayule.  Plantings  have  been  made  of  wild  and 
selected  strains  of  guayule  for  comprehensive  plant-improvement 
studies.  Plant-improvement  studies  on  kok-saghyz  are  under  way 
in  cooperation  with  the  Oregon  Agricultural  Experiment  Station. 
Investigations  are  being  conducted  in  cooperation  with  Stanford 
University  to  determine  hereditary  factors  which  influence  growth 
and  rubber  accumulation  in  guayule.  In  cooperation  with  the  Cali¬ 
fornia  Institute  of  Technology  studies  are  being  made  of  the  synthesis 
of  rubber  in  plants.  Nursery  plantings  have  been  established  to 
produce  plants  for  spring  plantings  for  field  studies  of  factors  affecting 
rubber  production  in  guayule. 
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AGRICULTURAL  RESEARCH  IN  ALASKA 

Last  year  the  committee  recommended  and  the  Congress  approved 
an  appropriation  of  $144,940  for  the  initiation  of  a  broad  program  of 
agricultural  research  in  Alaska.  The  committee  believed  that  the  I 
Territory  of  Alaska  had  become,  and  would  for  a  very  long  time  remain 
an  important  link  in  the  chain  of  our  national  security.  It  was 
authoritatively  reported  to  the  committee  by  the  military  authorities 
having  jurisdiction  of  the  subject  matter  that,  of  the  agricultural 
products  used  by  the  armed  forces  in  Alaska,  a  very  small  percentage 
was  locally  grown.  The  Alaska-grown  products  used  constitute  but 
about  15  percent  of  the  total  of  such  products  required  there  by  the 
military  arm.  A  group  of  research  scientists  of  the  Department  had 
spent  the  previous  summer  in  Alaska  investigating,  at  the  direction  of 
the  committee,  the  agricultural  potentialities  of  that  region.  This 
group  had  reported  to  us  that  the  agricultural  land  there  was  ample 
to  increase  production  far  beyond  the  Army  requirements  in  the 
category  of  crops  already  being  produced  in  Alaska.  They  advised, 
however,  that  the  local  soil  and  climatic  factors  were  fruitful  of  very 
serious  problems  which  only  a  well-laid-out,  long-time  plan  of  funda¬ 
mental  research  could  be  expected  to  cope  with.  Dairy  farming  has 
already  been  developed  to  a  very  respectable  scale,  but  there  are 
almost  unlimited  potentialities  for  its  expansion.  The  white  potato 
is  produced  there  in  great  abundance  and  is  of  very  high  quality. 
Leaf  crops,  such  as  cabbage,  lettuce,  broccoli,  celery,  Brussels  sprouts, 
and  the  like  are  also  successfully  and  profitably  grown.  Most  of  the 
root  crops,  such  as  carrots,  beets,  turnips,  onions,  and  many  others  are 
also  grown  in  abundance.  Some  of  the  small  fruits,  such  as  straw¬ 
berries  and  raspberries  are  also  grown  for  the  market.  Experiments 
have  indicated  the  possibility  of  production  of  some  of  the  small  grains 
if  varieties  suitable  to  the  soil  and  climate  can  be  developed,  and 
much  success  has  been  had  in  this  field.  Corn  of  course,  cannot  be 
grown  in  this  northern  latitude,  but  the  dairy  farmers  produce  ex¬ 
cellent  hay  and  ensilage  from  a  mixed  growth  of  oats  and  Canadian 
peas.  Enough  has  been  done  to  date  to  demonstrate  great  poten¬ 
tialities  for  agriculture  in  Alaska  if  proper  technical  guidance  and 
research  are  applied  to  the  problem.  The  limiting  factor  of  trans¬ 
portation  cost  puts  Alaska  very  definitely  out  of  the  equation,  for 
the  present  and  probably  for  a  long  time  to  come,  of  production  for 
the  world  market.  It  is  important,  however,  both  to  the  occupying 
military  forces  and  to  the  civilian  population  that  agricultural  pro¬ 
duction  be  very  greatly  increased.  Otherwise,  both  the  civilian 
and  the  military  populations  may,  from  time  to  time,  become  the  vic¬ 
tims  of  the  stoppage  of  water  communications  such  as  occurred  recently  1 
during  the  prolonged  seamen’s  strike  when  Alaska  was  for  weeks  con¬ 
fronted  with  near-famine  conditions. 

The  Honorable  Robert  P.  Patterson,  then  Secretary  of  War,  advised 
our  committee  that  one  of  the  most  important  military  factors  in 
connection  with  the  armed  occupation  of  regions  distant  from  the  home 
base  is  that  of  an  adequate  local  supply  of  agricultural  products.  This 
would  have  been  painfully  impressed  upon  our  national  consciousness 
if,  during  the  recent  war  with  Japan,  the  enemy  attempt  to  cut  off 
our  sea  communications  with  Alaska  had  been  successful. 
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The  bill  carries  an  appropriation  of  $185,940  for  the  continuation  of 
the  research  program  established  a  year  ago.  It  also  provides  au¬ 
thority  to  contract  for  buildings,  facilities,  and  equipment  in  a  sum 
not  to  exceed  $300,000.  The  latter  sum  is  substantially  below  the 
estimate  of  $481,500  for  construction  this  coming  year  which  was  also 
submitted  to  the  committee  at  its  request.  The  committee  believes, 
however,  that  it  will  be  in  the  interest  of  the  program  to  proceed  a 
little  more  slowly  and  that  any  further  construction  required  in  the  . 
future  can  be  more  intelligently  planned  and  carried  out  in  the  light 
of  the  experience  had  with  the  smaller  sum. 

The  land  and  facilities  of  the  Alaska  Agricultural  Experiment 
Station  will  continue  available  for  the  use  of  the  Secretary  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  in  connection  with  the  research  program.  Were  this  not  the 
case,  a  very  much  larger  sum  would  be  required  for  construction  for 
the  carrying  out  of  the  research  program  already  established  under 
the  Department. 

OFFICE  OF  EXPERIMENT  STATIONS 

Payments  to  States. — The  bill  as  reported  carries  the  full  amount  of 
the  appropriation  of  $7,161,268.  The  budget  estimate  proposes  an 
increase  in  the  fund  authorized  by  title  I  of  the  Bankhead-Jones  Act 
of  June  29,  1935.  The  current  appropriation  under  this  act  is 
$2,661,268;  the  budget  estimate  is  for  $2,997,560,  which  represents 
an  increase  over  1948  of  $336,292.  The  purpose  of  the  increase,  as 
explained  to  the  committee,  is  to  overcome  the  increased  cost  for 
wages,  salaries,  equipment,  and  supplies  which  have  developed  in 
recent  years.  The  hearings  disclose  that  the  appropriations  made 
for  the  Bankhead-Jones  Act  are  available  only  for  the  researches  author¬ 
ized  by  that  act.  The  hearings  also  disclose  that  the  researches  carried 
on  under  the  Hatch  Act,  the  Adams  Act,  and  the  Purnell  Act  are 
lacking  in  sufficient  funds  to  the  same  extent  and  for  the  same  reason 
as  in  the  case  of  the  Bankhead-Jones  Act.  The  committee  believed 
it  would  not  serve  a  very  useful  purpose  to  place  researches  carried 
on  under  the  latter  act  in  position  of  advantage  over  the  work  done 
under  the  other  acts  and  has  therefore  disallowed  the  budget  increase. 

Federal  Experiment  Station ,  Puerto  Rico. — This  is  a  Federal  experi¬ 
ment  station  and  is  to  be  distinguished  from  the  Territorial  station 
which  received  an  allotment  from  the  appropriation  made  for  pay¬ 
ments  to  States  and  Territories  discussed  above.  It  is  at  the  opposite 
end  of  the  island  from  the  Territorial  station.  It  serves  as  a  tropical 
outpost  for  general  researches  by  the  Department  in  connection  with 
agricultural  problems  of  primary  importance  to  the  mainland.  By 
reason  of  its  geographical  location,  year-round  operations  are  possible, 
which  is  of  special  importance  in  breeding  work  since  a  greater  number 
of  generations  of  plants  being  experimented  with  may  be  produced 
each  season.  An  example  of  work  highly  useful  to  mainland  agri¬ 
culture  is  the  breeding  work  on  sweetpotatoes.  In  recent  years,  the 
committee  has  provided  increases  for  this  item  because  of  rapid  de¬ 
terioration  of  wooden  structures  originally  erected  there.  Both  the 
elements  and  insects,  such  as  termites,  have  caused  great  destruction. 
The  budget  estimate  for  1949  carries  an  increase  of  $10,000  for  the 
replacement  of  roofs  on  three  of  five  wings  of  the  main  office  and  the 
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laboratory  building,  which  are  in  very  poor  condition.  It  is  contem¬ 
plated  that  the  old  roofs  will  be  replaced  by  permanent  material  such 
as  concrete  slabs,  and  corrugated  iron  painted  with  red  lead. 

BUREAU  OF  ANIMAL  INDUSTRY 

Animal  husbandry. — The  budget  estimate  of  $1,405,500,  which  is 
carried  in  the  bill,  represents  a  continuation  of  the  important  experi¬ 
mental  work  in  animal  husbandry  and  animal  and  poultry  feeding  and 
breeding  at  the  same,  level  as  it  is  being  carried  in  the  current  year. 
An  increase  of  $211,500  for  repairs  and  reconditioning  of  facilities  at 
field  stations  is  offset  by  nonrecurring  items  for  such  repairs  and 
reconditioning  at  numerous  field  stations  carried  in  the  act  for  the 
current  year,  which  results  in  a  net  increase  in  the  bill  for  1949  of 
$82,100  over  the  appropriation  for  1948. 

Diseases  of  animals. — The  work  carried  on  under  this  title  is  of  the 
very  greatest  importance  to  livestock  of  every  kind  on  the  farms 
and  the  ranges  of  the  country.  The  committee  believes  that  this 
Bureau  is  entitled  to  very  high  praise  for  the  worth-while  work  it  is 
doing  to  protect  American  agriculture  from  the  ravages  of  disease 
which  might  otherwise  wipe  out  whole  sections  of  livestock  industry. 
The  committee  has  provided  the  budget  estimate  of  $1, 055,00*0, 
which  contemplates  maintaining  the  same  level  of  work  for  the 
coming  year  as  in  the  current  year.  It  carries  an  increase  of  $50,000 
for  repairs,  reconditioning,  etc.,  of  facilities  at  the  agricultural  research 
center,  offset  by  the  elimination  of  a  nonrecurring  item  of  $40,000  for 
physical  improvements  carried  in  the  1948  Appropriation  Act. 

Eradicating  tuberculosis  and,  Bang's  disease. — The  bill  carries  the 
budget  estimate  of  $6,250,000  for  eradicating  tuberculosis, and  Bang’s 
disease,  which  is  a  reduction  of  $500,000  below  the  amount  appro¬ 
priated  for  1948.  The  decrease  is  made  up  of  two  items,  namely  (1) 
a  decrease  of  $125,000  due  to  anticipated  reduction  in  the  incidence 
of  infection  of  tuberculosis  in  cattle,  of  which  $25,000  is  a  decrease  in 
operating  cost  and  $100,000  a  decrease  in  indemnities;  (2)  a  decrease 
of  $375,000  due  to  inability  to  obtain  sufficient  veterinarians  to  carry 
on  the  Bang’s  disease  eradication  program  in  new  areas.  Because  of 
this  inability,  most  of  the  work  will  consist  of  retesting  in  areas  where 
there  is  a  low  incidence  of  infection  and  where  active  efforts  toward 
accreditation  are  being  made. 

Inspection  and  quarantine. — The  bill  carries  the  budget  estimate  of 
$1,225,000  for  inspection  and  quarantine  which  is  $197  under  the  j 
appropriation  for  1948.  Last  year  the  committee  made  a  substantial  ! 
reduction  in  the  budget  estimate  of  $340,000  for  this  item.  When  the  j 
bill  was  in  conference,  evidence  reached  the  conferees  that  the  Bureau  i 
intended  to  meet  the  reduction  by  closing  the  work  of  a  number  of  the  ! 
stockyards  where  but  one  or  two  of  the  inspectors  had  been  maintained,  j, 
while  maintaining  at  unreduced  levels  the  work  at  some  of  the  larger  j 
stockyards,  each  having  a  number  of  inspectors.  The  conferees  did 
not  approve  the  Bureau’s  method  of  meeting  the  reduced  appropriation 
and  included  in  the  bill  a  provision  requiring  the  Bureau  to  maintain  j 
service  during  the  fiscal  year  1948  at  all  stockyards  having  such  service  , 
during  the  last  quarter  of  the  fiscal  year  1947.  Because  of  the 
strengthening  of  inspection  and  quarantine  work  under  funds  provided 
for  the  foot-and-mouth  disease,  the  Bureau  reports  it  has  been  able 
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to  carry  out  without  difficulty  the  terms  of  the  provision  inserted 
by  the  conferees.  The  committee  has  reinserted  the  provision 
carried  in  last  year’s’  bill  which  will  p^jvent  the  closing  of  the  work 
at  any  stockyard  should  conditions  arise  under  which  the  Bureau 
might  feel  the  necessity  to  do  otherwise. 

Meat  inspection.— Last  year  the  bill  carried  a  statutory  provision 
requiring  the  packers  to  pay  the  cost  of  Federal  inspection  of  meat 
and  meat-food  products  processed  for  interstate  and  foreign  com¬ 
merce.  The  action  of  the  Congress  in  adopting  this  provision  in  no 
wise  changed  the  requirements  of  the  law  for  the  inspection  of  meat 
and  meat  products.  It  in  no  wise  changed  the  relationship  of  the 
Federal  meat  inspectors  to  the  Government  or  to  the  meat  packers. 
The  inspectors  have  continued  as  Federal  employees.  Then*  salaries 
are  paid  by  Federal  check  against  the  United  States  Treasury,  the 
only  difference  being  that  the  checks  are  drawn  against  a  special  fund 
in  the  Treasury  known  as  the  meat-inspection  fund  instead  of  against 
the  general  fund. 

When  the  bill  was  first  reported  to  the  House  last  year,  some  alarm 
was- evidenced  by  some  of  the  meat  inspectors  because  they  had  been 
led  to  believe,  erroneously,  that  if  the  provision  in  the  House  bill 
should  become  a  law  they  -would  cease  to  be  Federal  employees  and 
would  become  instead  employees  of  the  packers.  Many  well-meaning 
persons  having  only  a  general  public  interest  shared  this  alarm, 
believing  that  the  inspectors  would  be  beholden  to  the  packers  and 
that  that  would  impair  the  quality  of  then*  inspection  service  and 
might  incline  them  to  favor  the  interest  of  the  packers  rather  than 
the  interest  of  the  consuming  public.  The  inspectors  referred  to 
feared  the  loss  of  their  civil-service  status  and  of  then’  retirement 
rights.  These  fears  were  of  course  all  unfounded  and  the  Depart¬ 
ment,  at  the  request  of  the  committee,  took  the  necessary  steps  to 
clarify  the  minds  of  the  inspectors  on  this  point.  The  committee  is 
pleased  to  report  the  appearance  this  year  of  their  good  friend  and 
former  colleague  from  New  York,  Col.  Charles'  I.  Stengle,  the  legis¬ 
lative  representative  of  the  American  Federation  of*  Government 
Employees,  who  assured  the  committee  that  the  employees  generally 
throughout  the  meat-inspection  service  were  entirely  satisfied  under 
the  new  plan  and  were  unanimous  in  their  verdict  that  the  plan  was 
working  successfully. 

Quite  naturally,  the  representatives  of  the  meat-packing  industry 
vigorously  opposed  the  provision  reported  by  the  committee  last  year 
and  did  everything  within  their  power  to  persuade  the  House  to  agree 
to  the  Senate  amendment  striking  out  the  House  provision  and  re¬ 
storing  the  cutomary  provision  for  meeting  the  cost  of  the  meat-in¬ 
spection  service  out  of  the  Federal  Treasury.  Dr.  Miller,  Chief  of 
the  Meat  Inspection  Division,  reported  to  the  committee  this  year  the 
gratifying  success  with  which  his  office  had  been  able  to  work  out  a 
schedule  of  fees  necessary  to  recover  from  the  packing  industry  the 
cost  of  the  Federal  inspection.  It  is  a  notable  fact  that  our  committee 
has  no  request  whatever  this  year  for  a  hearing  on  the  part  of  any 
representative  of  the  meat  packers.  This  might  indicate  that  serious 
opposition  to  the  new  plan  has  presently  subsided.  However,  it  is 
noted  that  on  March  2,  our  worthy  colleague,  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana,  Mr.  Gillie,  introduced  a  bill  which  would  relieve  the  packers 
of  the  cost  of  meat  inspection  and  reimpose  that  cost  upon  the  Federal 
Government. 
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Dr.  Miller  reported  the  actual  cost  of  meat  inspection  under  the 
new  plan  has  averagedfabout  one-twentieth  of  1  cent  per  pound  of  the 
carcasses  slaughtered.  # 

Virus  Serum  Toxin  Act.- — The  budget  estimate  of  $365,000  for  work 
under  the  Virus  Serum  Toxin  Act  is  $50,000  above  the  amount  appro¬ 
priated  in  the  act  for  1948.  The  committee  has  reduced  the  increase 
by  $25,000,  allowing  in  the  bill  the  sum  of  $340,000.  This  is  the  sum 
estimated  a  year  ago  for  the  fiscal  year  1948  and  the  committee  be¬ 
lieves  this  should  be  sufficient  to  cover  the  needs  of  this  service  in  an 
ample  way. 

Eradication  oj  foot-and-mouth  and  other  contagious  diseases  of 
animals. — Large  sums  were  appropriated  in  the  last  session  of  the 
Congress  to  combat  the  menace  of  foot-and-mouth  disease,  now 
rampant  in  the  southern  portion  of  the  Republic  of  Mexico  and 
which  threatens  to  invade  the  United  States  unless  it  is  adequately 
controlled.  The  original  program  for  this  work  was  on  the  basis  of 
complete  eradication,  involving  the  complete  destruction  of  infected 
animals.  Such  a  program  requires,  of  course,  a  very  large  sum  for 
the  payment  of  indemnities.  It  also  involves  a  very  serious  problem 
in  human  behavior.  Dealing  with  a  population  uninformed  as  to  the 
seriousness  of  the  disease  and  jealous  of  their  property  rights  to  the 
cattle  owned  which  must  be  destroyed  under  the  program,  the  Depart¬ 
ment  was  confronted  with  a  problem  of  the  gravest  import.  Only 
the  Mexican  Government  could  exeicise  the  authority  for  the  destruc¬ 
tion  of  the  cattle.  The  cattle  in  the  infected  area  are  not,  as  a  rule, 
beef  cattle,  but  are  draft  animals  and  possibly  some  milkers.  A  good 
percentage  of  the  animals  stricken  with  the  disease  recover.  The 
Mexican  natives  know  this,  which  makes  it  difficult  for  them  to  see 
why  the  cattle  must  be  destroyed.  The  sentiment  of  the  native 
Mexican  became  so  strong  against  the  program  that  the  Mexican 
Government  declared  it  could  no  longer  carry  on  a  destruction  pro¬ 
gram.  In  recent  months  there  has  been  a  modification  of  the  whole 
plan.  The  northern  quarantine  line  is  to  be  maintained.  Infected 
cattle  found  within  a  distance  of  the  quarantine  line  which  threaten 
a  break-through  are  to  be  destroyed.  Otherwise  the  program  is 
confined  to  maintenance  of  the  quarantine.  The  effort  will  be  to 
prevent  the  infection  of  the  beef-cattle  areas  of  northern  Mexico, 
which  are  of  vital  economic  importance  to  the  United  States  since 
they  are  the  source  of  much  of  our  domestic  beef  supply. 

From  the  inception  of  the  program  in  Mexico  to  February  28,  1948, 
the  Mexican  Government  has  contributed  $1,949,875  to  the  Mexican- 
United  States  Commission  for  operating  expenses.  Also,  according  to 
reports  of  Mexican  officials,  their  Government  has  contributed  field 
and  administrative  personnel  with  related  expenses  amounting  to 
$613,752,  and  supplies  and  equipment  valued  at  $96,960,  as  well  as 
direct  payments  of  $1,555,400  as  indemnity  for  small  animals  (swine, 
sheep,  and  goats)  slaughtered  prior  to  October  3,  1947,  after  which 
date  all  indemnities  were  paid  by  the  joint  commission.  In  addition, 
the  Mexican  Government  has  provided  military  forces  for  mainte¬ 
nance  of  quarantine  lines  around  the  infected  area  and  for  other  pro¬ 
tective  measures,  the  cost  of  which  is  not  known. 
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From  the  inception  of  the  program  to  February  28,  1948,  the 
United  States  Government  has  obligated  itself  to  expend  a  total  of 
$61,447,346,  of  which  $23,051,997  is  in  connection  with  the  purchase 
of  canned  meat  in  northern  Mexico.  It  is  expected  that  the  amount 
expended  for  the  purchase  of  canned  meat  in  northern  Mexico  will 
be  recovered  from  proceeds  of  sale  of  such  meat  for  use  in  foreign 
countries. 

The  use  of  vaccines  has  not  been  found  very  effective.  In  many 
cases  they  assist  in  checking  the  spread,  but  vaccination  in  the 
present  state  of  scientific  knowledge  cannot  be  relied  upon  to  control 
this  disease.  It  is  noted  that  the  House  Committee  on  Agriculture 
has  reported  out  H.  R.  5098,  a  bill  to  enable  the  Secretary  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  to  conduct  research  on  foot-and-mouth  disease.  Should  this  bill 
become  a  law,  it  is  to  be  hoped,  of  course,  that  an  effective  vaccine 
or  other  preventive  agent  may  be  developed. 

The  last  of  several  emergency  measures  adopted  in  the  last  session 
of  Congress  to  meet  this  problem  was  the  granting  of  authority  to  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  transfer  from  other  appropriations  or  funds 
available  to  the  Department  such  sums  as  he  maj7  deem  necessary  to 
meet  this  emergency.  It  is  reported  to  our  committee  that  transfers 
are  being  made  from  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  funds.  These 
transfers  may  either  be  reimbursed  by  direct  appropriations  at  some 
future  date  or  they  may  be  absorbed  into  the  general  debt  structure  of 
the  Commodity  Corporation.  The  ultimate  effect  upon  the  taxpayers 
of  the  United  States  will  be  the  same  under  either  method. 

BUREAU  OF  DAIRY  INDUSTRY 

The  bill  includes  the  budget  estimate  of  $1,050,000  for  the  Bureau 
of  Dairy  Industry,  which  is  an  increase  of  $39,000  above  the  amount 
for  1948.  This  increase  is  for  (1)  replacement  of  worn-out  farm  and 
other  equipment,  $7,900;  and  (2)  for  the  repair  and  conditioning  of 
facilities  at  field  stations,  $31,100.  The  nonrecurring  1948  item  of 
$5,300  for  repair  of  tornado  damage  at  the  dairy  field  station  at 
Woodward,  Okla.,  is  omitted  from  the  current  bill- 

BUREAU  OF  PLANT  INDUSTRY,  SOILS,  AND  AGRICULTURAL 

ENGINEERING 

Field  crops. — The  bill  includes  the  budget  estimate  of  $2,672,300, 
representing  an  increase  above  1948  of  $21,400.  This  increase  is 
divided  as  follows:  For  repairs  and  replacements  of  water  supply 
systems  at  the  two  sugar  field  plant  stations,  one  at  Houma,  La.,  and 
the  other  at  Meridian,  Miss.,  $9,400;  and  for  replacement  of  worn-out 
farm  and  other  equipment,  $48,000.  The  latter  item  is  offset  by  the 
elimination  of  an  increase  of  $36,000  in  the  appropriation  for  1948 
for  similar  purposes. 

Fruit,  vegetable,  and  special  crops. — The  budget  estimate  for  this 
item  is  in  the  sum  of  $2,525,500,  which  is  $52,600  below  the  amount 
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carried  in  the  act  for  1948.  The  net  decrease  indicated  is  made  up 
of  the  following  items  of  increases  and  decreases: 


For  mushroom  production  and  disease  investigations _  +$10,  000 

For  breeding  high  quality  disease-resistant  varieties  of  hops,  and 
developing  improved  disease  control  methods  and  production 

practices _  +18,000 

For  replacement  of  worn-out  farm  and  other  equipment  (nonrecur¬ 
ring)  - -  +42,  500 

For  painting  and  repairing  buildings  and  greenhouses  at  plant  industry 

station  (nonrecurring) _  +90,  600 

Elimination  of  nonrecurring  item  provided  in  1948  for  replacement  of 

worn-out  automotive,  farm,  and  other  equipment _  —33,  700 

Elimination  of  nonrecurring  item  provided  in  1948  for  repair  and 

installation  of  utilities  at  plant  industry  station _  —180,  000 


The  committee  has  accepted  the  budget  changes  and  in  addition 
has  provided  an  increase,  not  requested  by  the  budget,  of  $52,600,  to 
bring  the  amount  of  the  appropriation  for  1949  to  the  same  level  as 
for  1948.  This  increase  of  $52,600  is  made  available  for  additional 
work  on  studies  of  potatoes  and  onions.  The  group  of  citizens  in-  , 
terested  in  the  potato  and  onion  work  which  appeared  before  the  com¬ 
mittee  had  suggested  an  increase  of  $50,000  for  potato  work  and 
$10,000  for  onion  work.  The  committee  believes  that  the  $52,600 
provided  in  the  bill  for  work  on  these  two  important  Vegetables  will 
substantially  meet  the  requests  of  the  group  referred  to. 

Forest  diseases. — The  committee  has  included  the  budget  estimate 
of  $380,480  for  investigations  of  diseases  of  forest  and  shade  trees  and 
forest  products,  and  methods  for  their  control.  This  represents  a 
wery  small  net  increase  of  $1,200,  being  the  difference  between  the 
1948  amount  of  $8,000  for  replacement  of  worn-out  equipment  and 
the  1949  amount  of  $6,800  for  the  same  purpose. 

Soils,  fertilizers,  and  irrigation. — The  budget  estimate  for  soils,  fer¬ 
tilizers,  and  irrigation  is  in  the  sum  of  '$1,604,000  which  represents  a 
net  increase  of  $138,000  over  the  1948  appropritaion.  This  net 
increase  is  made  up  of  the  following  items: 

.  For  soil-management  investigations  on  newly  irrigated  lands  in  the 

lower  Colorado  River  and  Columbia  Basin  projects _ _ +$80,  000 

To  develop  and  evaluate  slow-acting,  high-analysis,  synthetic  nitrogen 

fertilizers _ _ _  +45,  000  | 

For  replacement  of  worn-out  farm  and  other  equipment  (nonrecur¬ 
ring) _ _  +36,  500  j 

Elimination  of  nonrecurring  item  provided  in  1948  Agricultural  Appro¬ 
priation  Act  for  replacement  of  worn-out  automotive,  farm,  and 
other  equipment _ - _  —23,  500  j 

The  committee  has  disapproved  the  entire  list  of  budget  changes  and 
has  allowed  the  amount  appropriated  under  this  item  for  the  year 
1948 — namely,  $1,466,000.  This  will,  of  course,  provide  a  net  increase 
above  1948  of  the  $23,000  which  is  the  amount  of  the  nonrecurring 
item  for  replacement  of  worn-out  equipment.  This  wnuld  become 
available  for  such  replacement  in  lieu  of  the  $36,500  proposed  for  that 
purpose  in  the  budget  for  1949.  The  committee  has  included  a  pro¬ 
vision  authorizing  the  sale  of  the  irrigation  experiment  station  at 
Bard,  Calif.,  and  making  available  the  proceeds  of  such  sale  for  the 
establishment  and  equipment  of  a  similar  station  at  or  near  Brawley, 
Calif.,  the  Secretary  to  have  the  option  of  an  exchange  of  properties 
in  lieu  of  outright  sale  and  outright  purchase  of  new  land  at  Brawley. 
To  the  foregoing  has  been  added  contract  authority  in  the  sum  of 
$100,000  for  construction  at  the  new  location.  It  is  the  information 
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of  the  committee  that  some  of  the  funds  allocated  to  this  station  by 
the  Department’s  project  break-down  as  submitted  to  the  committee 
have  on  occasion  in  the  past  been  transferred  to  and  expended  else¬ 
where.  It  is  expected  that  this  practice  will  not  continue. 

Agricultural  engineering. — The  budget  estimate  for  agricultural  en¬ 
gineering  is  $654,000.  an  increase  of  $17,000  for  replacement  of  worn- 
out  farm  equipment  above  the  1948  appropriation.  The  committee 
has  allowed  the  budget  increase  of  $17,000  and  in  addition  has  allowed 
a  further  increase  of  $31,690  for  the  purpose  of  increasing  to  $100,000 
the  allotment  for  farm-electrification  investigations.  The  committee 
believes  the  research  in  this  particular  category  probably  offers  more 
promise  of  return  to  agriculture  than  any  of  the  other  categories  of 
research  in  this  field. 

National  Arboretum. — The  committee  has  allowed  the  budget  esti¬ 
mate  of  $413,900  for  the  National  Arboretum.  This  is  a  net  reduction 
of  $23,000  under  the  appropriation  for  1948.  However,  the  1948 
amount  includes  a  nonrecurring  item  of  $350,000  provided  for  the 
acquisition  of  land  to  round  out  the  national  boundaries  of  the 
Arboretum.  This  item  represents  a  decrease  in  the  1949  budget. 
However,  it  is  offset  by  an  increase  of  $327,000  for  the  preparation  of 
plans  and  specifications  and  the  development  of  physical  facilities  at 
the'  National  Arboretum.  The  1949  increase  just  mentioned  repre¬ 
sents  the  beginning  of  a  5-year  development  program  for  buildings, 
roads,  utilities,  etc.,  amounting  to  a  grand  total  of  $2,325,400,  includ¬ 
ing,  of  course,  the  $350,000  appropriated  last  year  for  the  acquisition 
of  additional  land.  When  fully  developed  it  is  contemplated  the 
Arboretum  will  represent  an  institution  comparable  in  character  with 
the  Kew  Gardens  of  England.  It  will  be  not  only  of  great  national 
importance,  but  it  has  for  a  long  time  been  a  matter  of  vital  interest 
to  persons  interested  in  the  physical  development  of  the  National 
Capital. 

BUREAU  OF  ENTOMOLOGY  AND  PLANT  QUARANTINE 

Insect  investigations. — The  committee  has  allowed  the  budget  esti¬ 
mate  of  $3,019,800  for  insect  investigations.  This  represents  increases 
of  $41,500  for  replacement  of  worn-out  trucks  and  $22,000  for  the 
repair  and  improvement  of  facilities  at  field  stations.  The  committee 
has  approved  the  sums  set  up  in  the  budget  for  the  several  work 
projects  for  1949  with  the  exception  that  $50,000  is  earmarked  for 
mango  fruitfly  investigations  in  Hawaii.  This  will  require  adjust¬ 
ment  of  the  budget  allocations,  which  is  left  to  the  discretion  of  the 
Bureau. 

Insect  and  plant  disease  control. — The  committee  has  approved  the 
budget  estimate  of  $2,586,200  for  insect  and  plant  disease  control 
which  is  $145,300  more  than  the  amount  appropriated  for  194S  for  work 
in  connection  with  the  same  insect  pests.  It  is  to  be  noted  that  the  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  gypsy  brown-tail  moth  and  the  Dutch  elm  disease 
have  been  transferred  to  the  chapter  appearing  subsequently  in  this 
bill  entitled  “  Control  of  Forests  Pests.” 

Foreign  plant  quarantine. — The  committee  has  approved  the  budget 
amount  of  $2,212,000  for  foreign  plant  quarantines  which  represent 
a  net  increase  of  $212,000  above  the  1948  appropriation.  The  net 
increase  referred  to  is  composed  of  the  following: 

To  provide  for  enforcement  of  Public  Law  290,  80th  Cong.,  regarding 

entry  of  nursery  stock  into  the  United  States _ _ _ 


+  $38,  000 
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For  disinsecting  aircraft  moving  between  Hawaii  and  the  mainland 

and  aircraft  entering  the  United  States  at  various  southern  ports..  +$156,000 
For  repair  of  plant  quarantine  inspection  house  at  Hoboken,  N.  J., 


and  6  fumigation  houses  located  along  the  Mexican  border _  +28,  000 

Elimination  of  nonrecurring  item  provided  in  the  1948  act  for  replace¬ 
ment  of  worn-out  automotive  equipment _  -10,  000 


Control  of  emergency  outbreaks  of  insect  and  plant  diseases. — The 
budget  estimate  of  $2,050,000  for  this  item  is  in  the  same  amount  as 
the  1948  appropriation.  This  estimate  has  been  submitted  without 
any  basis  for  forecasting  the  amount  of  money  which  will  be  needed 
for  the  insect  pests  in  connection  with  which  funds  may  be  required. 
The  majority  of  the  infestations  requiring  attention  under  this  item 
do  not  evidence  their  approach  until  well  into  the  latter  half  of  the 
fiscal  year.  The  committee  believes  that  it  should  provide  here  a 
mere  token  appropriation  sufficient  to  meet  the  requirements  of  any 
threatened  insect  infestation  until  the  Congress  can  provide  an 
emergency  appropriation  in  such  amount  as  the  conditions  at  the  time 
indicate  may  be  required.  The  members  of  the  committee  wish  to 
reaffirm  their  interest  in  and  their  intention  to  support  needed  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  control  of  emergency  outbreaks  of  the  kind  for  which 
this  appropriation  is  provided,  and  the  reduction  in  the  appropriation 
in  this  bill  is  not  to  be  interpreted  as  any  lessening  of  their  interest 
in  this  matter.  The  committee  believes  the  amount  of  $1,000,000 
provided  will  be  sufficient  to  “hold  the  line”  against  any  infestation 
until  the  Congress  can  act.  It  is  to  be  noted  that  the  Urgent 
Deficiency  Appropriation  Act  1948,  carries  a  deficiency  appropria¬ 
tion  of  $420,000  for  this  item. 

BUREAU  OF  AGRICULTURAL  AND  INDUSTRIAL  CHEMISTRY 

Agricultural  chemistry  and  naval  stores  investigations. — -The  budget 
has  provided  an  estimate  of  $511,500  for  agricultural  chemistry 
investigations  and  an  estimate  of  $152,500  for  naval  stores  investiga¬ 
tions.  In  each  case  the  amount  provided  is  the  same  as  the  1948 
appropriation.  The  committee  was  not  impressed  with  the  impor¬ 
tance  of  naval  stores  investigations  nor  of  the  necessity  for  maintain¬ 
ing  them  at  levels  provided  in  the  appropriations  for  1948  and  con¬ 
templated  in  the  budget  for  1949.  However,  the  committee  has 
decided  to  consolidate  the  two  appropriations  into  a  single  appropria¬ 
tion  paragraph  and  to  deduct  $75,000  from  the  combined  amount 
of  the  budget  estimates  for  the  two  activities.  This  will  give  the 
Bureau  some  flexibility  in  adjusting  the  several  work  projects  to  the 
deduction  made. 

Regional  research  laboratories. — The  committee  has  allowed  the 
budget  estimate  of  $5,000,000  for  the  four  regional  research  labora¬ 
tories,  this  being  the  same  amount  as  was  appropriated  last  year  for 
the  fiscal  year  1948.  The  budget  for  1949  includes  a  nonrecurring 
item  of  $50,000  for  the  construction  of  a  hazardous-operations  building 
at  the  eastern  regional  research  laboratory  located  at  Wyndemoor, 
Pa.,  offsetting  also  a  nonrecurring  item  of  $30,000  in  the  1948  appro¬ 
priation  for  the  construction  of  a  commodity  and  equipment  storage 
building  at  the  western  regional  research  laboratory  located  at  Albany, 
Calif.  Aside  from  the  two  items  mentioned  the  work  will  continue 
at  the  several  laboratories  at  the  same  level  as  in  1948. 
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BUREAU  OF  HUMAN  NUTRITION  AND  HOME  ECONOMICS 

The  committee  has  allowed  the  budget  estimate  of  $813,000  for  the 
Bureau  of  Human  Nutrition  and  Home  Economcis.  This  represents 
an  increase  of  $13,000  for  within-grade  salary  advancements  above 
the  1948  appropriation. 

CONTROL  OF  FOREST  PESTS 

A  new  chapter  has  been  established  in  the  appropriation  bill  for 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  entitled  "Control  of  Forest  Pests.” 
To  this  chapter  have  been  transferred  appropriations  formerly  carried 
elsewhere  in  the  bill  for  gypsy  and  brown-tail  moths,  white  pine 
blister  rust,  and  Dutch  elm  disease.  In  addition  there  is  carried  in 
the  regular  act  for  the  first  time  an  appropriation  for  the  Forest  Pest 
Control  Act,  approved  June  25,  1947. 

Gypsy  and  brown-tail  moths. — The  committee  has  approved  the 
budget  estimate  of  $603,600  for  work  on  the  gypsy  and  brown-tail 
moths,  which  is  the  same,  amount  as  appropriated  for  the  fiscal  year 
1948.  This  will  provide  the  usual  sum  of  $157,700  for  inspection 
and  certification  in  connection  with  the  quarantine  regulations  cal¬ 
culated  to  prevent  the  spread  of  the  insects  through  the  movement  of 
plant  material  in  commerce  or  otherwise.  It  also  provides  $445,900, 
the  same  amount  as  in  1948,  for  the  control  program.  For  the  first 
time,  the  Bureau  reports  this  year  it  is  very  optimistic  that  complete 
eradication  of  this  pest  can  now  be  looked  forward  to  through  the 
use  of  DDT.  Heretofore  the  prospect  has  been  one  of  perpetual 
annual  appropriations  for  the  maintenance  of  a  barrier  zone  and  the 
application  of  quarantine  and  inspection  measures. 

Forest  Pest  Control  Act.- — The  committee  has  approved  the  budget 
estimate  of  $135,000  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Forest  Pest 
Control  Act  (Public  Law  110,  approved  June  25,  1947).  For  the  fiscal 
year  1948  a  total  of  $134,691  is  being  expended  from  three  different 
appropriations  noted  below.  A  deficiency  appropriation,  bringing 
the  1948  total  up  to  $977,691  has  been  made.  The  amounts  trans¬ 
ferred  are  as  follows: 

“Salaries  and  expenses,  entomology  and  plant  quarantine,  Agricultural 


Research  Administration,”  insect  investigations _  $10,  000 

“Salaries  and  expenses,  Forest  Service,”  national  forest  protection  and 

management _ ' _  100,  716 

“National  Park  Service,”  Department  of  the  Interior _  23,  975 


As  noted  above,  these  activities  are  being  consolidated  under  the 
single  appropriation  now  under  discussion. 

White  pine  blister  rust. — The  committee  has  approved  the  budget 
estimate  of  $3,750,000  for  work  on  the  white  pine  blister  rust  which  is 
the  same  amount  as  is  available  for  the  fiscal  year  1948.  This  appro¬ 
priation  embraces  all  phases  of  the  Federal  effort  for  the  control  of 
this  serious  forest  pest,  irrespective  of  the  bureau  or  department  under 
which  the  work  may  be  prosecuted,  including  control  operations  on 
lands  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Interior  Department,  for  which 
there  is  an  allotment  of  $582,000.  The  allotment  for  control  opera¬ 
tions  on  the  national  forests  is  for  $1,974,650.  The  remainder  of  the 
appropriation  is  under  the  leadership  or  direct  expenditure  of  the 
Bureau  of  Entomology  and  Plant  Quarantine.  This  bureau  supplies 
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crease  of  $40,000  for  fire-control  investigations  in  order  to  develop 
more  effective  and  economical  methods  of  fire  control.  The  committee 
has  increased  the  budget  estimates  under  the  project  “Experimental 
forests  and  ranges”  in  the  sum  of  $260,000.  This  extra-budgetary 
increase  is  to  provide  eight  new  stations  with  allotments  of  $30,000 
each  in  the  Delaware  Basin,  in  Ohio,  West  Virginia,  Michigan,  Oregon, 
Washington,  California,  and  Missouri.  It  is  expected  the  States  where 
these  new  stations  are  being  established  will  provide  suitable  matching 
in  money  or  otherwise.  The  committee  is  also  providing  an  addi¬ 
tional  $20,000  for  strengthening  the  work  at  the  existing  station  at 
Nacogdoches,  Tex.  The  committee  has  cut  by  $50,000  the  project 
“Forest  management”  for  which  the  budget  estimate  and  the  1948 
appropriation  are  each  in  the  sum  of  $455,731.  The  project  for 
“Watershed  protection  and  management”  for  which  the  current  appro¬ 
priation  and  the  budget  estimate  are  each '$95,960  has  been  reduced 
by  the  committee  by  $25,000. 

Forest  'products. — The  budget  estimate  for  forest  products  is  in  the 
sum  of  $1,250,000  which  is  the  same  as  the  1948  appropriation.  The 
committee  has  reduced  this  item  to  $1,000,000  which  will  bring  it  to 
the  amount  available  for  this  project  in  the  fiscal  year  1945. 

Forest-resources  investigations—  The  budget  estimate  of  $822,000  for 
forest-resources  investigations  is  in  the  same  amount  as  for  1948.  The 
committee  has  reduced  this  item  to  $750,000. 

Forest-fire  cooperation. — The  committee  has  recommended  the  full 
amount  of  the  budget  estimate  of  $9,000,000  for  cooperation  with  the 
various  States  or  appropriate  agencies  in  forest-fire  prevention  and 
suppression.  This  is  the  same  amount  as  the  1948  appropriation  and 
is  the  full  amount  authorized  for  the  activity. 

Farm  and  other  private  forestry  cooperation. — This  is  the  appropria¬ 
tion  authorized  by  the  Cooperative  Farm  Forestry  Act,  the  Norris- 
Doxey  Act,  and  the  Clarlc-McNary  Act.  The  committee  has  reported 
the  full  amount  of  the  budget  estimate  of  $809,500,  which  is  the  same 
as  the  1948  appropriation. 

Acquisition  of  lands  for  national  forests,  under  the  Weeks  Act. — The 
committee  has  approved  the  budget  estimate  for  $500,000.  The 
amount  appropriated  for  this  purpose  for  the  fiscal  year  1948  was 
$750,000. 

Acquisition  of  lands  for  particular  national  forests  under  special 
acts. — Under  special  acts,  the  amount  of  forest  receipts  in  certain 
national  forests  are  authorized  to  be  appropriated  for  the  acquisition 
of  lands  in  each  of  such  forests  not  in  the  drainages  of  navigable 
streams  and  therefore  not  to  be  acquired  under  the  Weeks  law.  These 
purchases  are  made  where  desirable  to  bring  the  lands  under  controls 
which  will  prevent  soil  erosion.  The  committee  has  approved  the 
Budget  estimate  of  $142,000,  which  is  the  same  amount  as  the  1948 
appropriation. 


FOREST  ROADS  AND  TRAILS 

The  committee  has  recommended  the  full  amount  of  the  budget 
estimate  of  $9,750,000  for  construction  and  maintenance  of  the  forest 
development  roads  and  trails.  It  has  recommended  a  reduction  of 
$300,000  in  the  budget  estimate  of  $5,300,000  for  public  highways  in 
and  through  the  national  forests. 
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FLOOD  CONTROL 

The  budget  estimate  of  $9,000,000  for  flood  control  represents 
an  increase  of  $6,000,000  above  the  1948  appropriation  of  $3,000,000. 
However,  the  1948  appropriation  is  supplemented  by  a  carry-over  from 
the  previous  year  of  unexpended  balances  totaling  $2,771,758.  Thus 
the  budget  estimate  for  1949  represents  an  increase  of  but  $3,228,242 
above  the  amount  available  for  the  current  fiscal  year.  This  increase  is 
distributed  as  follows: 


For  preliminary  examinations  and  surveys _ _ _  +$695,  328 

For  works  of  improvement _  +2,  524,  914 

For  transfer  to  salaries  and  expenses,  Office  of  Solicitor,  for  legal 

work  required _  +8,  000 


The  committee  has  reported  in  the  pending  bill  an  appropriation 
of  $6,000,000  which  is  $228,242  above  the  total  of  funds  available  for 
1948.  The  hearings  disclosed  that  there  has  been  in  the  past  a  sort 
of  twilight  zone  between  the  jurisdiction  of  the  War  Department  in 
carrying  out  the  Flood  Control  Act  and  that  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture.  This  has  been  especially  evident  in  the  work  on  the 
Yazoo  and  Little  Tallahatchie  watersheds.  The  committee  has 
included  a  proviso,  the  purpose  of  which  is  to  eliminate  this  twilight 
zone  in  the  watersheds  indicated.  The  committee  recognizes  that,  in 
authorized  watershed  improvement  programs  of  the  Department 
of  Agriculture,  protection  from  fire  is  an  essential  measure  of  watershed 
treatment  in  aid  of  flood  control  and  that  it  is  necessary  to  establish 
adequate  fire  control  along  with  the  installation  of  other  measures 
included  in  the  complete  watershed  improvement  program  for  a 
watershed. 

Section  8  of  the  Flood  Control  Act  of  1936  (49  Stat.  1596),  provides 
that  the  authority  conferred  by  that  act  and  any  funds  appropriated 
pursuant  thereto  for  expenditure  are  supplemental  to  all  other 
authority  and  appropriations  relating  to  the  departments  or  agencies 
concerned.  By  this  action,  the  committee  feels  that  the  Congress 
made  clear  that  funds  appropriated  pursuant  to  the  flood-control  acts 
are  intended  to  be  available  for  financing  the  Federal  portion  of  work 
included  in  each  authorized  watershed  improvement  program. 

It  is  the  intention  of  the  committee  that  the  funds  appropriated  to 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  for  flood-control  purposes  be  available 
for  financing  the  Federal  portion  of  all  of  the  fire-control  and  other  work 
included  in  the  approved  programs  of  watershed  works  of  improvement 
authorized  by  the  flood-control  acts. 

SOIL  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 

Last  year  the  hearings  indicated  the  possibility  that  in  administer¬ 
ing  the  several  activities  which  have  been  placed  under  the  administra¬ 
tive  authority  and  the  control  of  the  Soil  Conservation  Service,  the 
well-recognized  principle  of  expending  no  more  for  a  given  activity 
than  the  Congress  has  specifically  appropriated  therefor  was  not  being 
too  strictly  observed.  The  General  Accounting  Office  was  requested 
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to  make  an  investigation  during  the  past  summer  to  determine  whether 
funds  appropriated  for  certain  specific  purposes  were  being  expended 
for  purposes  for  which  they  had  not  been  specifically  provided.  The 
report  of  the  General  Accounting  Office  indicated  a  number  of  prac¬ 
tices  which  might  be  designated  as  improper,  if  not  irregular.  A  sum¬ 
mary  of  the  report  of  the  General  Accounting  Office  is  to  be  found  in 
the  hearings  on  pages  545  to  550,  Pt.  2.  To  the  question  pro¬ 
pounded  at  the  conclusion  of  that  report  whether  the  Soil  Conserva¬ 
tion  Service  has  used  the  several  appropriations  for  the  several 
activities  within  its  jurisdiction  in  such  manner  and  under  such 
accounting  measures  as  would  enable  that  bureau  to  give  an  accurate 
accounting  to  the  Congress  of  its  use  of  each  of  the  several  appropria¬ 
tions,  the  investigator  from  the  General  Accounting  Office  replied 
that  their  investigation  convinced  him  that  they  had  not.  The 
investigator’s  report  disclosed  that  at  the  beginning  of  the  fiscal  year 
1948  the  Soil  Conservation  Service  was  confronted  with  the  necessity 
of  reducing  its  Washington  personnel  for  the  reason  that  the  Congress 
had  substantially  reduced  the  allowance  for  personal  services  hi  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

It  was  disclosed  that  one  of  the  steps  taken  to  meet  the  reduced 
District  of  Columbia  salary  allowance  was  to  transfer  one  of  the 
employees  from  the  Washington  office  to  an  office  in  the  field  with¬ 
out  having  changed  the  duties  of  such  employee.  It  was  shown  that 
this  employee  had  spent  a  total  of  only  7  days  at  his  new  field  head¬ 
quarters,  but  that  at  least  3  months  of  the  time  since  his  headquarters 
had  been  transferred  to  the  field,  he  had  been  performing  his  duties 
in  the  Washington  office,  living  at  home  with  his  family,  and  while 
so  doing,  receiving  the  per  diem  allowance  for  employees  in  a  travel 
status.  The  committee  believes  that,  while  this  is  a  single  incident, 
it  is  one  for  which  there  can  be  no  excuse  and  constitutes  an  improper, 
if  not  irregular,  expenditure  of  appropriated  funds.  The  committee 
believes  that  it  is  entirely  possible  to  expend  the  funds  from  the  several 
appropriations  in  this  bureau  in  such  manner  that  a  proper  distribu¬ 
tion  of  the  cost  of  administrative  functions  can  be  made  to  the  several 
activities  served  by  the  central  administrative  units.  The  committee 
has  knowledge  of  accounting  methods,  seemingly  very  superior,  em¬ 
ployed  in  some  of  the  other  agencies  within  the  Department.  It 
believes  that  the  irregularities  occurring  in  the  Soil  Conservation 
Service  can  best  be  remedied  by  a  more  particular  supervision  from 
the  departmental  level  rather  than  by  inclusion  of  a  mandatory  pro¬ 
vision  in  the  bill  itself  which  might  prove  awkward  or  inflexible  in 
execution.  The  committee  will  leave  to  the  Office  of  the  Secretary 
the  administrative  responsibility  of  bringing  about  the  desired  admin¬ 
istrative  practices  in  the  Soil  Conservation  Service. 

SOIL  CONSERVATION  RESEARCH 

The  committee  has  approved  the  budget  estimate  for  $1,048,000  for 
soil  conservation  research,  which  is  the  same  amount  as  the  1948 
appropriation. 
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SOIL  CONSERVATION  OPERATIONS 

The  budget  estimate,  as  well  as  the  1948  appropriations,  for  soil 
conservation  operations  is  in  the  sum  of  $38,000,000.  The  com¬ 
mittee  has  recommended  an  increase  of  $6,000,000  above  the  budget 
estimate  which  will  provide  a  total  appropriation  of  $44,000,000.  This 
increase  will  enable  the  Service  to  assign  technical  assistants  to  a  very 
substantial  number  of  new  soil  conservation  districts.  These  dis¬ 
tricts  are  being  organized  in  increasing  numbers  amounting  to  approxi¬ 
mately  250  new’  districts  during  the  fiscal  year  1947.  The  average 
number  of  farms  per  district  runs  between  2,300  and  2,400  with  a  total 
acreage  in  farms  in  each  district  averaging  about  350.000  acres. 
Experience  has  shown  that  the  average  cost  of  rendering  assistance  to 
a  soil  conservation  district  is  about  $20,000  per  annum. 

LAND  UTILIZATION  AND  RETIREMENT  OF  SUBMARGINAL  LAND 

The  budget  estimate  for  land  utilization  and  retirement  of  sub¬ 
marginal  land  is  in  the  sum  of  $1,564,000  which  represents  a  decrease 
of  $36,000  under  the  1948  appropriation.  This  decrease  represents 
the  cost  of  administering  the  Crab  Orchard  project  which  has  been 
transferred  to  the  Department  of  the  Interior  in  accordance  with  the 
act  of  August  5,  1947.  The  pending  bill  includes  a  recommendation 
of  $1,000,000  for  this  activity,  or  a  reduction  of  $564,000  under  the 
budget  estimate.  The  committee  believes  that  this  activity  is  very 
largely  overstaffed,  both  in  Washington  and  in  the  field,  with  high- 
salaried  personnel  which  can  be  very  substantially  reduced  without 
any  reduction  in  the  effectiveness  of  the  services  required. 

PRODUCTION  AND  MARKETING  ADMINISTRATION 

The  Production  and  Marketing  Administration  is  one  of  the  largest 
administrative  units  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture.  Within  this 
over-all  administrative  set-up  are  carried  on  all  of  the  activities  of  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation,  the  AAA  payments  program,  the 
Sugar  Act,  the  activities  financed  from  section  32  funds,  the  School 
Lunch  Act,  and  the  several  marketing  services.  Each  of  several 
branches  set  up  under  the  Production  and  Marketing  Administration 
administers  all  of  the  appropriations  and  funds  having  to  do  with 
activities  falling  within  the  purview  of  the  particular  branch.  For 
example,  the  Fruit  and  Vegetable  Branch  administers  the  market 
news  service  on  fruits  and  vegetables,  the  inspection  and  certification 
on  fruits  and  vegetables  appropriated  for  under  “Market  inspection  of 
farm  products,”  the  standardization  and  marketing  research  on  fresh 
fruits  and  vegetables  appropriated  for  under  “Marketing  farm  prod¬ 
ucts,”  the  administration  of  marketing  regulations  pertaining  to  fruits 
and  vegetables  under  the  Perishable  Agricultural  Commodity  Act, 
etc.  Allowances  are  made  to  the  Fruit  and  Vegetable  Branch  from 
appropriations  and  funds  referred  to  for  the  work  provided  for  fruits 
and  vegetables  under  the  several  appropriations  or  funds.  The  same 
administrative  plan  is  followed  with  respect  to  other  commodities  and 
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activities,  for  example,  there  are  the  Livestock  Branch,  the  Grain 
Branch,  the  Poultry  Branch,  the  Cotton  Branch,  etc.,  each  of  which 
has  its  allotments  from  the  several  appropriations  for  work  on  the 
commodity  or  product  related  to  its  branch.  While  it  is  believed 
possible,  if  not  probable,  that  this  plan  of  organization  results  in.  a 
greater  administrative  efficiency,  it  requires  a  very  high  degree  of 
administrative  ability  to  carry  it  out  and  also  calls  for  absolute 
integrity  on  the  part  of  the  administrative  personnel  to  assure  that 
the  expenditure  of  funds  will  be  in  accordance  with  the  specific 
amounts  that  Congress  has  provided  under  the  several  appropriations. 
The  committee  has  reason  to  believe  that  a  very  high  degree  of  effi¬ 
ciency  and  administrative  ability  as  well  as  integrity  of  purpose  are 
being  applied  to  carry  out  this  administrative  plan.  It  does  have 
the  virtue  that  when  a  Member  of  Congress  or  a  private  citizen  wishes 
to  take  up  some  matter  pertaining,  for  example,  to  wheat  or  some 
other  grain,  he  needs  only  to  call  the  Grain  Branch  where  every  aspect 
of  the  Department’s  responsibility  with  respect  to  all  grains  is 
centered.  The  same  observation  would  apply  to  any  other  com¬ 
modity. 

COMMODITY  CREDIT  CORPORATION 

The  committee  has  allowed  the  budget  estimate  of  $7,575,000  of 
the  Corporation’s  funds  for  administrative  expenses  of  the  Corpora¬ 
tion.  This  sum  is  $875,000  less  than  was  allowed  last  year  for  the 
fiscal  year  1948.  The  Corporation  reports,  however,  that  it  has 
already  effected  a  reduction  of  $600,000  in  the  administrative  costs 
of  the  current  fiscal  year  and  that  amount  has  been  returned  to  the 
general  funds  of  the  Corporation. 

The  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  is  authorized  to  borrow  and 
have  outstanding  a  maximum  of  $4,750,000,000  at  any  one  time.  On 
June  30,  1947,  borrowings  against  this  authorization  amounted  to 
$550,330,021.  New  borrowings  are  estimated  at  $774,000,000  for 
1948,  and  $1,160,000,000  for  1949,  and  outstanding  borrowings  are 
estimated  at  $261,000,000  as  of  June  30,  1948,  and  $181,985,000  as  of 
June  30,  1949.  In  addition  to  the  above  borrowing  authorizations 
the  act  of  February  18,  1946  (Public  Law  301,  79th  Cong.),  made 
$500,000,000  available,  to  be  held  as  a  reserve  for  postwar  price  sup¬ 
port  of  agriculture,  against  which  $50,950,696  of  losses  were  charged 
during  the  fiscal  year  1947;  additional  charges  are  estimated  at 
$91,405,456  for  1948  and  $80,883,000  for  1949.  Exclusive  of  funds 
used  to  repay  borrowings  and  to  return  capital  surplus  to  the  United 
States  Treasury,  funds  to  be  used  in  carrying  out  the  Corporation’s 
activities  are  estimated  to  aggregate  $3,143,064,791  for  fiscal  year 
1948  and  $3,400,578,230  for  fiscal  year  1949. 

AAA  FARM  PROGRAM  PAYMENTS 

A  year  ago  the  Congress  authorized  a  farm  program  in  not  to  exceed 
$150,000,000  for  the  crop  year  1948.  The  budget  has  estimated  and 
the  committee  has  included  in  the  pending  bill  an  appropriation  for 
that  amount.  The  committee  has  included  in  the  bill  an  authoriza¬ 
tion  for  the  program  for  the  crop  year  1949  in  not  to  exceed  the  sum 
of  $225,000,000.  The  committee  has  approved  the  budget  amount 
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of  $24,500,000  for  salaries  and  other  administrative  expenses  for 
carrying  out  the  program.  This  is  the  amount  provided  for  admin¬ 
istrative  expenses  for  the  current  year,  The  committee  has  approved 
the  budget  proposal  to  reduce  the  amount  available  for  administrative 
expenses  at  the  State  and  national  levels  from  $7,080,813  as  provided 
for  the  current  year  to  $7,000,000. 

SUGAR  ACT 

The  committee  has  approved  the  budget  estimate  of  $72,000,000  for 
administering  the  program  under  the  Sugar  Act,  which  is  $17,000,000 
above  the  amount  appropriated  for  1948.  The  latter  figure  includes 
an  increase  of  $16,942,465  for  additional  payments  to  sugar  growers 
based  on  an  anticipated  increase  in  sugar  production  during  the  1948 
crop  year  and  a  carry-over  of  unpaid  obligations  estimated  at  $9,400,- 
000  in  connection  with  previous  year  programs.  There  is  also  an 
increase  of  $61,535  to  cover  increased  administrative  costs  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  additional  responsibilities  under  the  Sugar  Act  of  1948, 
under  titles  II,  III,  and  IV  of  said  act.  There  is  an  off-set  decrease 
of  $4,000  in  the  allotment  for  “International  production  control 
committees,”  funds  for  which  purpose  are  included  in  the  1949  esti¬ 
mates  of  the  Department  of  State.  There  is  also  an  increase  of 
$1,895  to  cover  additional  expenses  incurred  by  the  General  Account¬ 
ing  Office  in  preauditing  sugar  payments.  Excise  taxes  imposed  on 
sugar  to  provide  sufficient  revenue  for  sugar  payments  and  expenses 
of  operation  of  the  program  have  in  the  past  exceeded  the  total  of  the 
appropriations,  with  the  single  exception  of  the  fiscal  year  1943,  where 
the  revenues  were  slightly  under  the  amount  appropriated.  It  is 
anticipated  that  the  revenues  for  the  current  year  will  more  than 
balance  the  amount  appropriated  for  carrying  out  the  act. 

SECTION  32  FUNDS 

Section  32  of  the  act  of  August  24,  1935,  as  amended  makes  an 
annual  appropriation  of  an  amount  equal  to  30  percent  of  the  gross 
receipts  from  taxes  collected  under  the  Customs  Laws  during  the 
current  year  next  preceding  the  beginning  of  each  fiscal  year.  The 
purpose  of  the  appropriation,  when  originally  enacted,  was  to  elimi¬ 
nate  farm  surpluses  (1)  by  encouraging  the  exportation  of  agricultural 
commodities  through  the  payment  of  export  bonuses  or  by  payments 
to  producers  in  connection  with  the  production  of  that  part  of  any 
agricultural  commodity  required  for  domestic  consumption  or  (2)  to 
encourage  the  domestic  consumption  of  such  commodities  by  divert¬ 
ing  them  from  the  normal  channels  of  trade  in  commerce  through 
the  payment  of  benefits  or  indemnities  or  by  increasing  then-  utiliza¬ 
tion  through  benefits,  indemnities,  donations,  or  by  other  means, 
among  persons  in  low-income  groups.  Another  purpose  was ,  to 
reestablish  farmers’  purchasing  power  by  making  payments  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  normal  production  of  any  agricultural  commodity 
for  domestic  consumption. 

Thirty  percent  of  the  presently  estimated  amount  of  customs 
receipts  for  the  calendar  year  1947  is  $135,000,000  and  that  sum 
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becomes  the  amount  of  the  permanent  appropriation  known  as 
"Section  32  funds”  for  the  fiscal  year  1949.  The  President’s  budget 
sets  up  an  amount  of  $44,000,000  as  the  total  amount  estimated  by  the 
executive  department  to  be  required  under  the  terms  of  section  32  for 
expenditure  during  the  fiscal  year  1949.  The  budget  proposes  that 
the  balance  of  the  appropriation,  or  $91,000,000,  shall  be  rescinded 
effective  July  1,  1948,  and  be  carried  to  the  surplus  fund  and  covered 
into  the  Treasury.  The  committee  has  rejected  the  President’s 
proposal  with  respect  to  this  permanent  appropriation.  ’It  has  ear¬ 
marked  $65,000,000  of  this  permanent  appropriation  for  the  national 
school-lunch  program  and  has  deleted  the  language  submitted  by  the 
budget  which  would  rescind  any  portion  of  the  appropriation.  This 
will  result  in  definitely  earmarking  a  total  of  $109,000,000,  leaving  the 
remainder  of  $26,000,000  available  for  expenditure  for  any  of  the 
authorized  purposes  set  up  by  section  32  for  which  needs  may  arise 
in  the  future. 

The  committee  believes  that  greater  emphasis  should  be  placed  by 
the  Department  on  the  application  of  section  32  funds  to  perishable 
products  than  has  been  the  case  in  the  past.  It  believes  that  the 
producer  of  perishable  commodities  is  as  much  entitled  to  the  benefits 
of  this  fund  as  are  the  producers  of  the  nonperishable  crops. 

The  committee’s  attention  has  been  repeatedly  called  in  recent 
years  to  the  complaints  of  manufacturers  of  insulating  materials  not 
made  of  cotton  to  what  these  manufacturers  assert  amounts  to  unfair 
competition  from  the  manufacturers  of  cotton  insulation  because  the 
latter  have  enjoyed.,  exclusively,  a  very  substantial  subsidy.  When 
this  subsidy  was  begun  a  number  of  years  ago,  cotton  was  then  in 
surplus  and  economical  processes  of  manufacturing  insulation  from 
cotton  had  not  yet  been  developed.  Competing  manufacturers 
assert  that  in  view  of  the  present  high  prices  of,  and  strong  world 
demand  for,  cotton  and  of  the  perfection  of  the  process  for  the  making 
of  cotton  insulation,  these  subsidies  ought  to  be  eliminated  in  the 
interest  of  fair  competition.  The  committee  has  the  assurance  that 
these  subsidies  are  paid  in  a  constantly  diminishing  ratio.  It  has  not 
inserted  a  provision  forbidding  the  payment  of  such  bonuses,  although 
such  a  provision  was  seriously  considered.  It  expects,  however,  that 
the  fiscal  year  1949  shall  mark  the  conclusion  of  the  payments  of  these 
bonuses. 

NATIONAL  SCHOOL  LUNCH  ACT 

The  budget  has  proposed  a  direct  appropriation  of  $65,000,000  for 
the  school-lunch  program  for  the  fiscal  year  1949.  This  compares 
with  the  provision  in  the  1948  bill  earmarking  $65,000,000  of  section 
32  funds.  As  indicated  above  the  bill  carries  a  recommendation  to 
earmark  $65,000,000  of  section  32  money  for  the  school-lunch  program 
for  the  fiscal  year  1949,  in  lieu  of  the  direct  appropriation  proposed 
by  the  budget.  The  bill  carries  the  usual  provision  that  no  part  of 
the  funds  made  available  shall  be  used  for  nonfood  assistance  under 
section  5  of  the  National  School  Lunch  Act. 

MARKETING  SERVICES 

Market  news  service. — -The  committee  has  approved  the  budget  esti¬ 
mate  of  $1,626,250  for  the  market  news  service.  This  sum  includes 
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an  increase  of  $18,000  for  witliin-grade  salary  advancements  and 
$42,000  for  additional  operating  costs  incident  to  compiling  and  fur¬ 
nishing  market  reports  under  services  already  established.  This 
increase  reflects  increases  in  telegraphic  rates,  cost  of  supplies,  etc. 
In  addition  to  the  budget  amount  of  $1,626,250,  the  bill  includes 
$41,000  above  the  budget,  of  which  $17,000  is  for  livestock  market 
news  service  at  Memphis,  Tcnn.;  $12,000  is  for  dairy  and  poultry 
market  news  at  Jackson,  Miss.;  and  $12,000  is  for  fruit  and  vegetable 
market  news,  also  at  Jackson,  Miss. 

Market  inspection  of  farm  products.— The  committee  has  approved 
the  budget  estimate  of  $712,000  for  market  inspection  of  farm  products 
which  is  the  same  amount  as  the  1948  appropriation.  This  is  one  of 
the  many  valuable  services  performed  for  the  agricultural  producer. 
The  inspections  are  made  upon  request  of  the  producers  who  pay  a 
specified  nominal  fee.  It  provides  an  impartial  inspection  and  grading 
service  for  farm  products  on  the  basis  of  United  States  standards  as  to 
class,  quality,  and  conditions  which  place  the  producers  in  a  much 
better  advantage  in  the  marketing  of  their  products.  The  total  of  fees 
collected  and  returned  to  the  Treasury  under  this  activity  in  the  fiscal 
year  1947  is  $512,604  as  against  total  obligations  under  the  appropri¬ 
ated  funds  of  $589,290.  Thus,  in  that  year  this  activity  was  87  per¬ 
cent  self-supporting. 

Marketing  farm  products. — The  committee  has  approved  the  budget 
estimate  of  $1,084,500  for  researches  on  the  subject  of  marketing  farm 
products.  These  are  researches  of  the  kind,  and  in  the  same  broad 
field  as  those  contemplated  under  title  II  of  the  Research  and  Market¬ 
ing  Act.  The  appropriations  made  under  title  II  of  the  latter  act  are 
of  course  supplementary  and  in  addition  to  appropriations  made  under 
the  foregoing  caption.  All  such  researches,  however,  whether  financed 
from  this  appropriation  or  from  an  allotment  from  the  appropriation 
made  from  the  Research  and  Marketing  Act,  are  carried  out  by  this 
Division  of  the  Production  and  Marketing  Administration,  and 
supposedly  in  such  manner  and  under  such  control  as  to  avoid  dupli¬ 
cation  or  the  augmentation  of  funds  provided  for  a  particular  research 
under  one  appropriation  by  means  of  any  allotment  from  the  other. 

It  is  noteworthy  in  this  connection  that  for  the  fiscal  year  1948  there 
is  an  appropriation  of  $1,149,500  under  this  head,  while  allotments 
from  the  appropriation  for  the  Research  and  Marketing  Act 
to  this  same  Division  for  other  researches  in  this  field  total  $1,219,550, 
thus  the  effect  of  appropriations  made  for  the  current  fiscal  year  under 
the  Research  and  Marketing  Act  has  been  to  increase  by  more  than 
100  percent  the  researches  in  the  field  of  marketing  farm  products. 

Tobacco  acts. — The  committee  has  allowed  the  budget  estimate  of 
$1,552,000  for  administering  the  tobacco  acts,  which  is  the  same 
amount  as  the  1948  appropriation.  Section  5  of  the  Tobacco  In¬ 
spection  Act  of  1935  provides: 

That  no  fee  or  charge  shall  be  imposed  or  collected  for  inspection  or  certification  . 
under  this  section  at  any  designated  auction  market. 

Where  services  arc  provided  upon  request  for  nondesignated 
markets,  the  cost  of  the  inspection  is  reimbursed  to  the  appropriation 
by  the  producer.  Such  reimbursements  amounted  in  1947  to  $134,047. 
Fees  for  the  cost  of  supervising  the  inspectors  assigned  under  the 
reimbursable  work  were  collected  and  covered  into  the  Treasury  in 
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the  sum  of  $6,134.  There  was  also  recovered  in  that  year  $900  from 
the  sale  of  tobacco  samples  after  they  had  served  their  purpose  in 
connection  with  the  preparation  and  demonstration  of  standards.  , 

Cotton  statistics,  classing,  standards  and  futures  acts. — The  com¬ 
mittee  has  approved  the  budget  estimate  of  $1,399,000  for  cotton 
statistics,  classing,  standards  and  futures  acts,  which  is  the  same 
amount  as  the  1948  appropriation.  A  goodly  portion  of  the  number 
of  activities  carried  on  under  this  appropriation  is  reimbursed  through 
the  collection  of  fees.  For  the  fiscal  year  1947  the  total  revenue 
earned  from  the  collection  of  fees  was  $368,139.54.  In  addition 
receipts  from  the  sale  of  cotton  samples  accumulated  as  a  result  of 
the  woik  done  under  this  appropriation  resulted  for  that  same  year  in 
an  estimated  amount  of  $377,449.21,  making  a  total  reimbursement  to 
the  Treasury  of  $745,588.75,  which  is  57  percent  of  the  expenditures 
from  appropriated  funds  for  that  year. 

Marketing  regulatory  acts. — The  bill  has  heretofore  carried  special 
appropriations  for  consideration  for  the  enforcement  of  marketing 
regulations  under  seven  different  acts.  The  current  bill  has  consoli¬ 
dated  the  seven  special  paragraphs  into  a  single  paragraph  which 
enumerates  the  several  acts  and  makes  a  single  lump-sum  appropria¬ 
tion  for  the  carrying  out  of  all  of  them.  These  acts  and  the  amounts 
appropriated  for  nine  of  them  in  the  current  fiscal  year  are  as  follows: 


Perishable  Agricultural  Commodities,  Produce  Agency,  and  Standard 

Container  Acts _ _ 

United  States  Grain  Standards  Act _ 

Federal  Seed  Act _ _ 

Packers  and  Stockyards  AcU _ 

United  States  Warehouse  Act _ _ _ 

Naval  Stores  Act _ 

Insecticide  Act  (to  consolidate  certain  marketing  service  sub- 
appropriations)  _ 


$294,  000 
1,  128,  000 
152,  250 
528,  000 
585,  000 
41,  000 

368,  500 


Total  available _ _ _  3,  096,  750 

The  budget  estimate  for  1949  is  $3,178,350,  or  an  increase  of  $81,600 
over  the  total  of  the  sevcial  amounts  for  1948.  The  1949  budget 
estimate  includes  an  increase  of  $125,000  to  carry  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Roden ticide  Act  of  1947,  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  which  is  to  prevent  the  manufacture  and  sale  of  adulterated 
l'odenticides,  herbicides,  and  devices  to  control  pests  through  the 
development  of  new  testing  methods  and  more  effective  enforcement 
operations.  There  are  two  offsetting  decreases,  one  of  $41,600  to 
eliminate  a  nonrecurring  item  provided  in  1948  for  replacement  of 
worn-out  equipment  under  the  United  States  Grains  Standards  Act, 
and  another  of  $1,800  to  eliminate  a  nonrecurring  item  in  1948  for 
replacement  of  automobiles  under  the  Naval  Stores  Act.  The  com¬ 
mittee  has  approved  all  of  the  budget  changes  and  for  that  purpose 
has  included  in  the  bill  the  budget  estimate,  $3,178,350. 

Freight  rates  for  farm  products. —This  item  has  been  transferred  to 
•  and  consolidated  with  the  appropriation  “Marketing  farm  products.” 
The  amount  of  $138,000  appropriated  for  this  activity  for  the  fiscal 
year  1948  is  set  up  in  the  same  amount  for  1949  in  the  schedule  of 
allotments  under  the  appropriation  paragraph  to  which  it  has  been 
transferred. 
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COMMODITY  EXCHANGE  AUTHORITY 

The  committee  has  approved  the  budget  estimate  of  $530,000  for 
administration  of  Commodity  Exchange  Act  which  is  the  same  amount 
as  the  1945  appropriation.  This  is  a  more  or  less  routine  activity  of 
the  Department  which  has  been  carried  on  from  year  to  year  at 
approximately  the  same  level  of  appropriations  for  which  funds  are 
included  in  the  pending  bill.  Under  this  appropriation  the  Secretary 
designates  commodity  exchanges  as  contract  markets  and  maintains 
an  annual  registration  of  futures,  commission  merchants,  and  floor 
brokers.  He  supervises  futures  trading  through  such  means  as  the 
compilation,  audit,  tabulation,  and  review  of  trade  reports;  the 
establishment  and  enforcement  of  speculative  limits;  the  review  of 
market  news  and  letters;  the  maintenance  of  quotation  and  ticker 
services;  the  analysis  of  cash  commodity  transactions;  etc.  He  also 
endeavors  to  prevent  the  misuse  of  customers’  funds  through  the 
audit  and  examination  of  the  books  of  futures  commission  merchants 
and  the  analysis  of  brokers’  financial  statements.  He  also  under¬ 
takes  the  investigation  and  control  of  trade  practices  and  prepares  and 
presents  the  evidence  of  violations  in  hearings  conducted  with  respect 
thereto. 

FARMERS  HOME  ADMINISTRATION 

Loans. — The  committee  has  approved  the  budget  estimate  of 
$15,000,000  for  loans  to  tenant  farmers  for  purchase  of  farms.  The 
hearings  disclosed  that  under  the  provisions  of  the  act,  which  gives 
priority  to  veterans,  very  little,  if  any,  of  this  money  would  become 
available  to  nonveterans.  The  amount  approved  is  the  same  as  the 
1948  appropriation.  The  budget  has  estimated  $75,000,000  for  pro¬ 
duction  and  subsistence  loans,  which  is  $15,000,000  above  the  amount 
appropriated  for  1948.  The  committee  has  approved  the  latter 
amount,  or  a  reduction  under  the  budget  of  $15,000,000. 

Salaries  and  expenses. — The  budget  estimate  for  salaries  and 
expenses  is  $23,000,000.  The  amount  of  the  1948  appropriation  is 
$21,000,000.  The  committee  has  approved  the  sum  of  $22,000,000. 
It  has  also  approved  the  budget  provision  transferring  $120,000  of  the 
fees  and  administrative  expenses  which  are  collected  and  deposited 
to  the  farm  tenant  mortgage  insurance  administrative  fund,  in 
accordance  with  subsections  (d)  and  (e)  of  section  12  of  the  Bankhead- 
Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act.  These  funds  will  be  used  for  salaries  and 
expenses  for  the  making  and  servicing  of  insured  mortgages. 

Mortgage  insurance  fund. — Last  year  the  budget  estimate  for  the 
establishment  of  the  farm  tenant  mortgage  insurance  fund  was  in  the 
sum  of  $15,000,000.  The  Congress  appropriated  $1,000,000.  The 
amount  so  appropriated  appears  to  have  been  sufficient  to  meet  all 
requirements  and  the  budget  reports  that  no  additional  appropriation 
will  be  required  during  the  fiscal  year  1949. 

Water  facilities,  arid  and  semiarid  areas. — The  committee  has  ap¬ 
proved  the  budget  estimate  of  $1,750,000  for  water  facilities,  arid  and 
semiarid  areas,  which  is  the  same  amount  as  the  1948  appropriation. 
This  fund  has  proven  very  useful  in  connection  with  the  development 
and  utilization  of  limited  agricultural  water  supplies  in  the  arid  and 
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semiarid  areas  of  17  Western  States.  Farmstead  loans  and  individual 
loans  are  made  to  individual  farmers  or  ranchmen  or  to  groups  of  from 
2  to  100  or  more  farmers  when  water  resources  are  limited  or  costly 
for  the  individuals  to  develop  alone.  As  of  June  30,  1947,  the  total  of 
the  loan  advances  was  $7,215,275.  The  matured  principal  amounted 
to  a  total  of  $3,372,332  while  the  total  repayments  on  the  agriculture 
principal  was  $3,455,025,  or  102.5  percent  of  the  total  principal  due  on 
that  date. 

RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION  ADMINISTRATION 

The  committee  has  approved  the  budget  estimate  of  $5,000,000  for 
salaries  and  expenses  for  the  Rural  Electrification  Administration, 
which  is  the  same  amount  as  the  1948  appropriation.  The  reported 
bill  provides  a  total  loan  authorization  of  $400,000,000,  which  is 
$100,000,000  in  excess  of  the  budget  estimate  and  $175,000,000  above 
the  amount  authorized  for  the  current  fiscal  year.  The  hearings 
disclose  some  improvement  in  the  availability  of  materials  for  the 
construction  of  REA  projects,  shortages  in  which  have  been  the  prin¬ 
cipal  cause  of  the  delay  in  expending  the  funds  as  rapidly  as  they 
have  been  authorized.  Funds  heretofore  authorized  and  allocated  to 
individual  projects,  but  which  have  not  been  advanced  because  of 
construction  delays  due  to  lack  of  materials  or  for  other  causes,  total 
$374,467,000  as  of  March  8,  1948.  An  additional  $61,922,000  of  funds 
heretofore  authorized  have  not  been  allocated  to  individual  projects, 
making  a  grand  total  of  funds  provided,  but  unused,  of  $436,389,000. 
Witnesses  advocating  the  authorization  of  additional  loan  funds  in 
the  face  of  the  situation  where  material  for  the  projects  camiot  be 
obtained  for  a  long  time  after  the  authorization  is  made  justify  their 
requests  on  the  representation  that  unless  the  cooperative  has  a  loan 
contract  with  the  REA,  definitely  earmarking  a  particular  sum  to  the 
project,  it  cannot  place  orders  for  material  with  firms  producing  such 
material.  It  is  contended  that  the  private  utilities  are  not  handi¬ 
capped  by  a  similar  inability  to  place  orders  and  that  under  such 
circumstances  the  REA  cooperatives  are  under  a  decided  disadvantage,  j 
and  there  ensues,  unnecessarily,  substantial  delays  in  providing  the 
farmers  with  needed  electric  service. 

FEDERAL  CROP  INSURANCE  CORPORATION 

The  committee  has  approved  the  budget  estimate  of  $3,725,000  for  ! 
operating  and  administrative  expenses  of  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  ' 
Corporation,  which  is  $1,275,000  less  than  the  1948  appropriation,  j 
There  is  a  decrease  of  $1,475,000  due  to  elimination  of  the  cost  of  j 
completing  the  1947  crop-year  program  in  areas  where  insurance  will 
no  longer  be  offered.  There  is  an  offsetting  increase  of  $200,000  for 
expenses  in  connection  with  selling  approximately  4,000  wheat  con¬ 
tracts  written  in  the  fiscal  year  1946  which  expire  in  the  fiscal  year  ; 
1948.  The  committee  believes  that  under  the  amended  act  and  under 
the  present  administration  of  that  act,  the  outlook  for  the  success  ' 
of  the  crop-insurance  program  is  very  optimistic.  The  committee  i 
has  been  well  impressed  with  the  administration  of  the  present  Man¬ 
ager  of  the  Corporation,  namely,  Mr.  G.  F.  Gei^sler,  who  made  a  most 
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gratifying  presentation  to  the  committee  of  the  condition  of  the 
Corporation  and  of  the  progress  being  made  in  testing  the  pro¬ 
cedures  and  policies  bearing  promise  of  success  in  a  field  which  has 
heretofore  been  marked  by  discouragement  and  a  very  substantial 
degree  of  failure.  The  net  capital  position  of  the  Corporation  at  the 
end  of  the  fiscal  year  1948  is  estimated  to  be  $38,859,760  and  at  the 
end  of  the  fiscal  year  1949,  $41,379,760. 

The  Corporation  is  currently  operating  insurance  programs  on  six 
crops  for  the  crop  year  1948.  The  program  is  being  offered  in  411 
counties  with  an  estimated  total  of  211,700  contracts  in  force.  Rates 
vary  with  the  risks  and  productivity  of  the  various  areas.  Various 
types  of  insurance  programs  are  offered.  These  programs  include  low 
premium  and  low  coverage,  area  coverage,  investment,  yield,  and 
reinsurance  to  provide  various  degrees  and  types  of  coverage  to  meet 
the  needs  of  differing  farm  areas.  The  multiple  crop  policy  is  also 
being  developed  for  use  in  general  farming  areas  where  several  crops 
constitute  the  major  source  of  agricultural  income. 

LIMITATIONS  AND  LEGISLATIVE  PROVISIONS 

The  following  limitations  and  legislative  provisions  not  heretofore 
carried  in  connection  with  any  appropriation  bill  are  recommended: 

On  page  4  of  the  bill,  lines  3  to  7,  inclusive: 

Within  the  funds  available  to  the  Department,  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  may 
fix  the  compensation  of  not  to  exceed  ten  persons,  without  regard  to  the  maximum 
payable  under  existing  law,  to  serve,  without  regard  to  civil-service  laws,  in  any 
positions  in  the  Department. 

On  pages  5  and  6  of  the  bill,  from  line  24  on  page  5  to  and  including 
line  3  on  page  6,  in  connection  with  the  appropriation  for  the  Research 
and  Marketing  Act: 

• 

( but  amounts  made  available  to  the  Office  of  the  Secretary,  Office  of  the  Solicitor,  and 
Office  of  Information  shall  not  exceed  those  which  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget,  after  a  hearing  thereon  with  representatives  of  the  Department,  shall  determine) 

On  page  26  of  the  bill,  lines  2  to  10,  inclusive: 

Provided,  That  the  irrigation  experiment  station  at  Bard,  California,  may  be  sold 
upon  such  terms  as  the  Secretary  deems  advantageous,  and  the  proceeds  of  such  sale 
are  to  be  available  for  the  establishment  and  equipment  of  an  irrigation  station  at  or 
near  Brawley,  California,  or  the  Secretary  may  if  he  deems  it  desirable  exchange  in 
lieu  of  sale  the  Bard  Station  for  a  suitable  site  or  facilities  at  or  near  Brawley,  and 
in  connection  with  the  establishment  of  the  new  station  the  Secretary  may  accept 
donations: 

On  page  43  of  the  bill,  lines  12  to  18,  inclusive: 

:  Provided  further,  That  hereafter  funds  appropriated  for  the  Yazoo  and  Little  Talla¬ 
hatchie  vjatersheds  shall  be  available  for  ivork  projects  in  all  areas  up  to  that  over  which 
the  War  Department  has  jurisdiction  and  responsibility  or  to  carry  out  emergency 
measures  authorized  by  section  7  of  the  Act  of  June  28,  1938  ( 52  Stat.  1225),  as 
amended. 

On  page  56  of  the  bill,  lines  11  to  15,  inclusive,  under  the  appropria¬ 
tion  for  administrative  expenses  of  the  Farmers’  Home  Administration 
and  in  connection  with  fees  and  charges  collected  under  mortgage  loan 
insurance: 

together  with  a  transfer  to  this  appropriation  item  of  not  to  exceed  $ 120,000  of  the  fees 
and  administrative  expense  charges  made  available  by  subsections  ( d )  and  (e)  of 
section  12  of  the  Bankhead- J ones  Farm  Tenant  Act,  as  amended. 
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Committee’ s  action  on  Budget  increases  and  decreases 

[Note.— The  increases  and  decreases  shown  are  based  on  comparison  with  the  amounts  available  in  1948] 


Item 


Budget  in¬ 
crease  (+)  or 
decrease  (— ), 
compared  with 
amount  avail¬ 
able,  1948 


Recommendation  of  committee 


OFFICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 


Salaries  and  expenses: 

Elimination  of  nonrecurring  item  provided  in  1948 
for  replacement  of  Secretary’s  official  automobile... 
To  round  off  appropriation  total _ 


-$3,000 

-836 


1  Approved  and  additional  cut 
/  of  $50,000  imposed. 


PENALTY  MAIL  (SEC.  2,  PUBLIC  LAW  364, 
78TH  CONG.) 


To  cover  increase  in  mailing  rate  from  $18.60  to  $20  per 
thousand. 

To  meet  costs  of  additional  mailings  incident  to  increase 
proposed  in  the  1949  budget. 

RESEARCH  AND  MARKETING  ACT  OF  1946 

For  payments  to  States  under  title  I,  sec.  9 . . 

For  utilization  research  under  title  I,  sec.  10  (a) . . 

For  research  other  than  utilization  under  title  I,  sec.  10  (b). 

For  marketing  research  and  service  work  under  title  II.. 

OFFICE  OF  SOLICITOR 

Increase  in  direct  appropriation:  For  within-grade  salary 
advancements. 


+252, 870 
+9, 130 


Entire  appropriation  elimi¬ 
nated. 


+2,  500, 000 
+3,  000,  000 
+1,  500, 000 
+3, 000, 000 


Disallowed. 

Do. 

Do. 

Approved. 


+41, 500 


Budget  reduced  by  $100,000. 


OFFICE  OF  INFORMATION 

Salaries  and  expenses:  To  round  off  appropriation  total.. 

Printing  and  binding: 

For  rebinding  a  minimum  of  library  reference  publi¬ 
cations. 

For  printing  an  increased  number  of  soil  surveys 
ready  for  publication. 

For  publishing  the  more  important  and  urgently 
needed  results  of  research. 

For  stocks  of  new  and  reprinted  farmers’  bulletins... 


-164 
+30, 000 
+44, 500 
+65, 500 
+110*000 


Approved. 


Total  reduction  under  budget 
1  of  $57,000. 


LIBRARY 

Library _ _ _ 

BUREAU  OF  AGRICULTURAL  ECONOMICS 


The  committee  has  imposed  a 
cut  below  the  budget  of 
$60,000. 


Economic  investigations. 


OFFICE  OF  FOREIGN  AGRICULTURAL 
RELATIONS 


The  committee  has  imposed  a 
cut  below  the  budget  of 
$88,500. 


For  within-grade  salary  advancements _ 

EXTENSION  SERVICE 


+11, 700 


Disapproved.  Salary  increases 
to  be  absorbed. 


Payments  to  Puerto  Rico:  To  bring  total  appropriation 
to  amount  authorized  for  1949  by  act  of  Aug.  28, 1937,  to 
help  meet  urgent  food  production,  health,  nutrition, 
and  related  problems. 

AGRICULTURAL  RESEARCH 
ADMINISTRATION 

Office  of  Administrator 

Elimination  of  nonrecurring  item  provided  in  1948  for 
repairs  and  improvements  of  facilities  at  Agricultural 
Research  Center. 

Elimination  of  nonrecurring  item  provided  for  replace¬ 
ment  of  worn-out  farm  and  other  equipment. 

For  repairs  of  certain  service  buildings  at  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Research  Center  (nonrecurring). 


+134, 000 


Approved. 


-54, 200 


-35,000  Do. 
+14,000  j 
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Committee’ s  action  on  Budget  increases  and  decreases — Continued 


Item 


Budget  in¬ 
crease  (+)  or 
decrease  (— ), 
compared  with 
amount  avail¬ 
able,  1948 


AGRICULTURAL  RESEARCH 
ADMINISTRATION— Continued 


Special  Research  Fund 


For  replacement  of  worn-out  farm  and  other  equipment. 

For  construction  of  seed  and  equipment  storage  building 
at  the  Soybean  Laboratory. 

For  construction  of  an  incinerator  for  disposing  of  car¬ 
casses  at  the  Disease  Laboratory. 

For  construction  of  a  building  at  the  Poultry  Laboratory 
to  provide  additional  space  for  experimental  birds  used 
in  the  breeding  program. 

Decrease  for  special  research  projects _ _ _ 

Agricultural  research  in  Alaska - - 


+$17, 000 
+5, 000 

+5, 000 

+23, 000 


-23, 000 


Office  of  Experiment  Stations 

Payments  to  States,  Hawaii,  and  Puerto  Rico:  Increase 
authorized  under  title  I  of  the  Bankhead-Jones  Act, 
approved  June  29, 1935,  to  meet,  in  part,  increased  costs 
of  labor,  equipment,  supplies,  and  maintenance  in  car¬ 
rying  out  the  research  program  of  the  State  agricultural 
experiment  stations. 

Administration  of  grants  and  coordination  of  research 
with  States-:  Elimination  of  nonrecurring  item,  pro¬ 
vided  in  1948,  to  overcome  a  backlog  in  important  pub¬ 
lications  work. 

'Federal  Experiment  Station.  Puerto  Rico:  For  repair  of 
buildings  at  the  Federal  Experiment  Station,  Puerto 
Rico  (nonrecurring). 

Bureau  of  Animal  Industry 

Animal  husbandry: 

For  repair,  reconditioning,  and  improvement  of  facil¬ 
ities  at  field  stations  (nonrecurring) . 

Elimination  of  nonrecurring  item,  provided  in  1948, 
for  replacement  of  equipment,  and  for  repairs,  re¬ 
conditioning,  and  improvements  at  field  stations. 

Diseases  of  animals: 

For  repairs,  reconditioning,  and  improvement  of  fa¬ 
cilities  at  Agricultural  Research  Center  (nonrecur¬ 
ring). 

Elimination  of  nonrecurring  item,  provided  in  1948, 
for  extension  of  steam  heat  from  central  heating 
plant  to  the  principal  buildings  at  the  Agricultural 
Research  Center. 

Eradication  of  tuberculosis  and  Bang’s  disease: 

Decrease  in  funds  for  tuberculosis  eradication  be¬ 
cause  of  anticipated  decrease  in  incidence  of 
infection. 

Decrease  in  funds  for  Bang’s  disease  eradication  be¬ 
cause  of  inability  to  obtain  sufficient  veterinarians 
to  carry  on  the  program  in  new'  areas. 

Inspection  and  quarantine:  To  round  off  appropriation 
total. 

Meat  inspection:  Elimination  of  appropriation  for  a 
■working  capital  fund  provided  in  the  1948  Agricultural 
Appropriation  Act  for  financing  meat-inspection  serv¬ 
ices,  effective  July  1,  1947,  by  reimbursement  from  fees 
charged  packers  for  services  rendered. 

Virus  Serum  Toxin  Act:  To  strengthen  inspection  of 
production  of  hog-cholera  virus,  anti-hog-cholera  serum, 
and  vaccine  to  insure  against  spread  of  diseases  (includ¬ 
ing  foot-and-mouth  disease  should  it  enter  this  country) 
through  contaminated  products. 


+336, 292 

-14, 000 

+10, 000 

+211, 500 
-129,400 

+50, 000 
-40, 000 

-125,000 

-375,000 

-197 
-5,000, 000 

+50, 000 


Recommendation  of  committee 


Approved 

The  committee  has  provided 
an  increase  above  the  budget 
of  $41,000,  together  with  au¬ 
thority  to  contract  for  the 
construction  of'buildings,  not 
to  exceed  $300,000. 

Disallowed. 


Approved. 

Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 

Do. 

Do, 

$25,000  allowed. 
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■  Committee’ s  action  on  Budget  increases  and  decreases — Continued 


Item 


Budget  in¬ 
crease  (+)  or 
decrease  (— ), 
compared  with 
amount  avail¬ 
able,  1948 


AGRICULTURAL  RESEARCH 
ADMINISTRATION— Continued 


Bureau  of  Animal  Industry — Continued 

Eradication  of  foot-and-mouth  and  other  contagious  dis¬ 
eases  of  animals:  Apparent  decrease  arising  out  of  the 
elimination  in  1949  of  the  appropriation  under  which 
the  foot-and-mouth  disease  program  was  originally 
handled,  subject  to  adjustment  when  appropriations 
required  in  fiscal  years  1948  and  1949  to  replace  funds 
transferred,  under  authority  of  the  supplemental  appro¬ 
priation  act,  1948,  from  other  funds  and  appropriations, 
can  be  more  definitely  determined.  It  is  proposed  to 
continue  in  1949  the  present  language  authorizing  the 
Secretary  to  transfer  from  other  funds  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  the  amounts  necessary  for  the  control  and  eradi¬ 
cation  program,  pending  the  availability  of  informa¬ 
tion  necessary  for  the  preparation  of  appropriation 
estimates  for  the  1949  program. 

Bureau  of  Dairy  Industry 

For  replacement  of  worn-out  farm  and  other  equipment 
(nonrecurring). 

For  repair  and  reconditioning  of  facilities  at  field  stations 
(nonrecurring). 

Elimination  of  nonrecurring  item  provided  in  1948  for 
repair  of  tornado  damage  at  dairy  field  station,  Wood¬ 
ward,  Okla. 

Bureau  of  Plant  Industry,  Soils,  and 
Agricultural  Engineering 

Field  crops: 

For  repairs  and  replacements  of  water-supply  sys¬ 
tems  at  2  sugar-plant  field  stations  (nonrecurring). 

For  replacement  of  worn-out  farm  and  other  equip¬ 
ment  (nonrecurring). 

Elimination  of  nonrecurring  item  provided  in  1948 
for  replacement  of  worn-out  automotive,  farm,  and 
other  equipment. 

Fruit,  vegetable,  and  specialty  crops: 

For  mushroom  production  and'disease  investigations. 

For  breeding  high-quality,  disease-resistant  varieties 
•  of  hops  and  for  developing  improved  disease- 
control  methods  and  production  practices. 

For  replacement  of  worn-out  farm  and  other  equip¬ 
ment  (nonrecurring). 

For  painting  and  repairing  buildings  and  green¬ 
houses  at  the  Plant  Industry  Station  (nonrecur¬ 
ring). 

Elimination  of  the  nonrecurring  item  provided  in 
1948  for  replacement  of  worn-out  automotive,  farm, 
and  other  equipment. 

Elimination  of  the  nonrecurring  item  provided  in 
1948  for  repair  and  installation  of  utilities  at  the 
Plant.  Industry  Station. 

Forest  diseases: 

For  replacement  of  worn-out  field  and  other  equip¬ 
ment  (nonrecurring). 

Elimination  of  nonrecurring  items  provided  in  1948 
for  replacement  of  worn-out  equipment. 

Soils,  fertilizers,  and  irrigation: 

For  soil-management  investigations  on  newly  irri¬ 
gated  lands  in  the  lower  Colorado  River  and  Co¬ 
lumbia  Basin  projects _ _ _ _ _ 

For  research  to  develop  and  evaluate  slow-acting, 
high-analysis,  synthetic-nitrogen  fertilizers _ 

For  replacement  of  worn-out  farm  and  other  equip¬ 
ment  (nonrecurring) _ 

Elimination  of  nonrecurring  item,  provided  in  1948, 
for  replacement  of  worn-out  automotive,  farm,  and 
other  equipment . . . . . . 

Agricultural  engineering:  For  replacement  of  worn-out 
farm  and  other  equipment  (nonrecurring). 


— $5, 100,  000 


+7, 900 
+31, 100 
-5,300 


+9,  400 
+48, 000 
-36, 000 


+10. 000 

+18, 000 

+42,500 

+90,600 


-33,  700 
-180,000 

+8, 000 
—6, 800 


+80,  000 
+45,  000 
+36, 500 


-23,  500 
+17, 000 


Recommendation  of  committee 


Approved. 


Do. 


Do. 


Approved,  together  with  in- 
.  crease  above  the  budget  of 
$52,600  for  additional  work 
with  potatoes  and  onions. 


j-Approved. 


Disapproved.  Authority  given 
to  move  the  Bard,  Calif, 
station  to  Brawley,  Calif., 
'  to  exchange  land,  and  to 
contract  for  construction  not 
to  exceed  $100,000. 

Approved.  Additional  sum  of 
$31 ,690  above  budget  granted 
for  increased  investigations 
in  rural  electrification. 
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Committee’ s  action  on  Budget  increases  and  decreases — Continued 


Item 


Budget  in¬ 
crease  (+)  or 
decrease  (— ), 
compared  with 
amount  avail¬ 
able,  1948 


AGRICULTURAL  RESEARCH 
ADMINISTRATION— Continued 

Bureau  of  Plant  Industry,  SorLs,  and 
Agricultural  Engineering— Continued 


National  Arboretum: 

For  preparing  plans  and  specifications  and  develop¬ 
ing  physical  facilities  at  the  Arboretum. 

Elimination  of  nonrecurring  item,  provided  in  1948, 
for  acquisition  of  land. 

Southern  Great  Plains  Field  Station:  Elimination  of 
nonrecurring  item,  provided  in  1948,  for  repairing  tor¬ 
nado  damage  at  Woodward,  Okla. 

Bureau  of  Entomology  and  Plant  Quarantine 

Insect  investigations: 

For  repair  and  improvement  of  facilities  at  field 
stations  (nonrecurring). 

For  replacement  of  worn-out  automotive  equipment 
(nonrecurring). 

Insect  and  plant  disease  control:  For  additional  control 
operations  on  increased  infestation  of  pink  bollworm. 

Foreign  plant  quarantines: 

For  enforcement  of  Public  Law  290,  80th  Cong.,  re¬ 
garding  entry  of  nursery  stock  into  United  States. 

For  disinfecting  aircraft  moving  between  Hawaii  and 
the  mainland  and  aircraft  entering  United  States 
at  various  southern  ports. 

For  repair  of  plant  quarantine  inspection  house  at 
Hoboken,  N.  J„  and  6  fumigation  houses  located 
along  Mexican  border  (nonrecurring) . 

Elimination  of  nonrecurring  item  provided  in  1948 
for  replacement  of  worn-out  automotive  equip¬ 
ment. 

Bureau  of  Agricultural  and  Industrial  Chemistry 


+$327, 000 
— 3E0, 000 
-45,  600 


+22, 000 
+41,  500 
+319,  500 

+38, 000 
+156,000 

+28, 000 

-10, 000 


Agricultural  chemical  examinations _ 

Naval  stores  investigations - - - - 

Bureau  of  Human  Nutrition  and  Home  Economics 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements _ _ _ 

Control  of  Forest  Pests 

Forest  Pest  Control  Act:  To  round  off  appropriation 
total. 

Dutch  elm  disease . . . . 

FOREST  SERVICE 

National  forest  protection  and  management.: 

To  provide  additional  funds  for  maintenance  of  im¬ 
provements  on  the  national  forests  such  as  lookout 
towers,  buildings,  etc.,  to  prevent  excessive  de¬ 
terioration. 

To  strengthen  fire-control  work  by  providing,  in  part, 
for  increased  operating  costs. 

To  provide  for  administering  a  steadily  expanding 
timber-sales  business. 

To  strengthen  range  management  and  to  provide 
additional  range  improvements  to  facilitate  the 
management  of  stock  on  national  forest  lands. 

Forest  and  range  management  investigations: 


+13,000 

+309 


+100, 000 

+200, 000 

+599, 825 
0- 

+250, 000 


For  establishment  of  a  forest  research  center  in  Alaska.  +50, 000 

For  fire-control  investigations  in  order  to  develop  +40,  000 

more  effective  and.  economical  methods  of  fire 
control. 


Forest  products . . . 

Forest  resources  investigations 


Acquisition  of  lands  for  national  forests:  Decrease  in  level 
of  the  1949  acquisition  program. 


-250,  000 


Recommendation  of  committee 


jApproved. 

Do. 


}  Approved.  $60,000  is  ear¬ 

marked  for  mango  fruitfly. 

Approved 


i  Do. 


{These  2  items  consolidated, 
and  the  total  of  the  Budget 
estimate  for  the  2  items 
($664,050)  reduced  by  $75,000. 


Approved. 


Do. 

Reduction  of  $50,000  under 
Budget  improved. 


Do. 


$100,000  allowed. 
$400,000  allowed. 
$125,000  allowed. 


(Approved  $240,000  above  budg¬ 
et  allowed  to  establish  8  new 
stations— Delaware  Basin, 
Ohio,  Michigan,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Oregon,  Washington, 
California,  and  Missouri. 
Additional  $20,000  allowed 
for  station  at  Nacogdoches, 
Tex. 

Budget  estimate  of  $1,250,000 
reduced  to  $1,000,000. 

Budget  estimate  of  $822,000  re¬ 
duced  to  $750,000. 

Approved. 
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Item 

Budget  in¬ 
crease  (+)  or 
decrease  (— ), 
compared  with 
amount  avail¬ 
able,  1948 

Recommendation  of  committee 

FOREST  SERVICE— Continued 

Foeest  Roads  and  Trails 

Reduction  in  forest  development  road  construction 
program. 

Flood  Control 

-$1,250,000 

Approved  leaving  $9,750,000 
as  estimated  by  budget; 
forest  highways  reduced 
$300,000  below  budget,  leav¬ 
ing  $5,000,000. 

Decrease  in  1949  in  prior  year  balances  available  in  1948.  _ 
Tno.r  pus  a  in  direct  appropriation,  as  detailed  below.  _ _ 

[-2, 771, 758] 
[+6,  000,  000] 

. 

Net  increase  in  funds  available _ _ _ 

[+3, 228, 242] 

+695, 328 

+2,  524, 914 

+8, 000 

+2,  771, 758 

Increase  in  direct  appropriation: 

For  preparing  preliminary  examinations  and  survey 
reports. 

To  accelerate  works  of  improvement  on  the  11 
authorized  watersheds. 

For  increase  in  the  transfer  to  Office  of  Solicitor  to 
cover  necessary  legal  expenses  in  connection  with 
the  flood-control  activities. 

Additional  funds  required  due  to  decrease  in  1949  in 
prior  year  balances  available  in  1948. 

Cut  of  $3,000,000  imposed, 
leaving  appropriation  of 
$6,000,000. 

,  • 

Soil  Conservation  Service 

Budget  estimate  of  $38,000,000 
increased  to  $44,000,000. 

Land  Utilization  and  Retirement  of  Submarginal 
Land 

Elimination  of  management  and  maintenance  costs  on 
the  Crab  Orchard  project  in  southern  Illinois  which 
was  transferred  to  the  Department  of  the  Interior  in 
accordance  with  act  of  Aug.  5,  1947  (Public  Law  361, 
80th  Cong.). 

-36, 000 

Approved.  Further  cut  of 
$564,000  iihposed,  leaving 
appropriation  of  $1,000,000. 

PRODUCTION  AND  MARKETING 
ADMINISTRATION 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation 

Administrative  expense  limitation: 

Decrease  due  to  liquidation  of  foreign  contract  settle¬ 
ment  activities. 

Decrease  due  to  decrease  in  price-support  purchase 
activities,  foreign  purchases,  and  liquidation  of 
the  food-subsidy  programs. 

[-100,000] 

[-775,000] 

|-Approved. 

Conservation  and  Use  of  Agricultural 

Land  Resources 

Reduction  of  the  agricultural  conservation  program  for 
the  1948  crop  year  to  $150,000,000  as  prescribed  by  the 
1948  Agricultural  Appropriation  Act. 

-78, 000, 000 

Approved.  Program  off$225,- 
000,000  authorized  for  crop 
year  1949. 

Sugar  Act 

For  additional  payments  to  producers  based  on  an 
anticipated  increase  in  sugar  production  during  the 
1948  crop  year  and  a  carry-over  of  unpaid  obligations  in 
connection  with  previous  year. 

For  increased  administrative  costs  imposed  by  the  Sugar 
Act  of  1948,  including  the  resumption  of  the  quota 
system,  determination  of  sugar  requirements  for  con¬ 
sumers,  and  conducting  surveys  or  investigations  on 
behalf  of  growers,  processors,  and  laborers. 

Elimination  of  the  allotment  provided  in  1948  for  the 
international  production  control  committees  for  which 
provision  is  made  in  the  1949  estimates  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  State. 

+16, 942, 465 

+61,  535 

-4, 000 

Approved. 

AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  194  9  37 

Committee’s  action  on  Budget  increases  and  decreases — Continued 


Item 


Budget  in¬ 
crease  (+)  or 
decrease  (— ), 
compared  with 
amount  avail¬ 
able,  1948 


PRODUCTION  AND  MARKETING 
ADMINISTRATION— Continued 

Marketing  Services 


Market  news  service: 

For  additional  operating  costs  incident  to  compiling 
and  furnishing  market  reports. 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements _ 

/ 


+$42, 000 
+18, 000 


Marketing  farm  products:  Decrease  due  to  final  liquida¬ 
tion  of  food  orders  and  completion  of  investigative  work 
in  connection  with  alleged  violations. 

Marketing  Regulatory  Acts:  Elimination  of  nonrecur¬ 
ring  items  provided  in  1 948  for  replacement  of  worn-out 
laboratory,  grading,  and  automotive  equipment. 

To  carry  out  the  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide 
Act  of  June  25, 1947  (Public  Law  104). 

FARMERS  HOME  ADMINISTRATION 

Production  and  subsistence  loans:  For  making  4.800  new 
loans  for  adjustment  of  farm  operations  and  36,000 
additional  annual  crop  loans  to  eligible  farmers  who  are 
unable  to  obtain  satisfactory  credit  from  other  sources. 

Farm  tenant-mortgage  insurance  fund:  Elimination  of 
the  item  provided  in  1948  for  establishment  of  the  farm 
tenant-mortgage  insurance  fund. 

Salaries  and  expenses: 

For  within-grade  salary  advancements _ 

For  making,  assisting,  and  servicing  the  additional 
production  and  subsistence  loans. 

RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION 
ADMINISTRATION 

Loans:  Increase  in  the  authorization  to  borrow  from  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  meet,  in  part,  the  back¬ 
log  of  applications  for  loans  for  the  construction  of 
electric  facilities,  and  for  additional  loans  to  coopera¬ 
tives  to  increase  the  capacity  of  their  electric  systems. 

FEDERAL  CROP  INSURANCE  CORPORATION 

Salaries  and  expenses: 

Elimination  of  the  cost  of  completing  the  1947  crop- 
year  program  in  areas  where  insurance  will  no 
longer  be  offered. 

For  expenses  in  connection  with  selling  approxi¬ 
mately  40,000  wheat  contracts  written  in  fiscal 
year  1946  which  expire  in  fiscal  year  1948. 

Subscription  to  capital  stock:  Elimination  of  item  pro¬ 
vided  in  1948  to  enable  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to 
subscribe  and  pay  for  the  remaining  unsubscribed 
balance  of  the  authorized  capital  stock  of  the  Federal 
Crop  Insurance  Corporation. 

SUGAR  RATIONING  ADMINISTRATION 

Elimination  of  the  program . . . 


-65,000 


-43, 400 
+125, 000 


+15, 000, 000 


-1, 000, 000 


+400, 000  1 

+1,600,000  j" 


[+75, 000, 000] 


-1, 475, 000 


+200,000 


-10, 000, 000 


-960, 000 


Recommendation  of  committee 


/Approved.  Further  increases 
allowed — $17,000  for  livestock 
market  news  at  Memphis, 
Tenn.,  $12,000  for  dairy  and 
poultry  market  news,  and 
$12,000  for  fruit  and  vegetable 
market  news  at  Jackson, 
Miss. 

Approved. 


Do. 


Disallowed. 


Approved. 


$1,000,000  increase  over  1948 
allowed. 


Approved  and  an  additional 
$100,000,000  allowed. 


» 


Approved. 


Do. 
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1  The  appropriations  “agricultural  chemical  investigations”  and  “naval  stores  investigations”  are  combined  in  the  pending  bill,  with 
a  total  appropriation  of  $589,050. 
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1  In  addition,  funds  available  from  advance  conservation  material  fund:  1948,  $37,635,000:  1949,  $5,072,000. 

2  Transferred  from  "Exportation  and  domestic  consumption  of  agricultural  commodities”  (sec.  32  funds). 


Comparative  statement  of  the  amounts  appropriated  for  1948,  the  budget  estimates  for  1949,  and  the  amounts  recommended 

in  the  accompanying  bill  for  1949 — Continued 
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Funds  in  possession  of,  but  not  belonging  to,  the  Government. 


Comparative  statement  of  the  amounts  appropriated  for  1948,  the  budget  estimates  for  1949,  and  the  amounts  recommended 

in  the  accompanying  bill  for  1949 — Continued 

TRUST  FUNDS— Continued 
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80th  CONGRESS 
2d  Session 


Union  Calendar  No.  7 26 

H.  R.  5883 

[Report  No.  1571] 


IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

March  16, 1948 

Mr.  Dirksen,  from  the  Committee  on  Appropriations,  reported  the  following 
bill;  which  was  committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union  and  ordered  to  be  printed 


A  BILL 

Making  appropriations  for  the  Department  of  Agriculture  (ex¬ 
clusive  of  the  Farm  Credit  Administration)  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1949,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  lives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled , 

3  That  the  following  sums  are  appropriated,  out  of  any  money 

4  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  for  the  Depart- 

5  nient  of  Agriculture  (exclusive  of  the  Farm  Credit  Admin- 
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istration)  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1949,  herein¬ 
after  referred  to  as  the  current  fiscal  year,  namely: 
DEPARTMENT  OE  AGRICULTURE 
Office  of  the  Seceetaey 

SALAEIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  personal  services  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  hereafter  in  this  Act  referred  to  as  the  Secretary, 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  elsewhere,  and  other  neces¬ 
sary  expenses,  including  the  purchase  of  one  passenger  motor 
vehicle  for  replacement  only;  travel  expenses,  including  ex¬ 
amination  of  estimates  for  appropriations  in  the  field;  station¬ 
ery,  supplies,  materials,  and  equipment;  freight,  express,  and 
drayage  charges ;  advertising,  communication  service, 
postage,  washing  towels,  repairs  and  alterations,  and  other 
miscellaneous  supplies  and  expenses  not  otherwise  provided 
for  and  necessary  for  the  practical  and  efficient  work  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture,  hereafter  in  this  Act  referred  to 
as  the  Department,  $2,033,000,  together  with  such  amounts 
from  other  appropriations  or  authorizations  as  are  provided 
in  the  schedules  in  the  Budget  for  the  current  fiscal  year 
for  such  services  and  expenses,  which  several  amounts  or 
portions  thereof  as  may  be  determined  by  the  Secretary 
not  exceeding  a  total  of  $87,560,  shall  be  transferred  to 
and  made  a  part  of  this  appropriation:  Provided,  however, 
I  hat  if  the  total  amounts  of  such  appropriations  or  authori- 
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zations  for  tlie  current  fiscal  year  shall  at  any  time  exceed 
or  fall  below  the  amounts  estimated,  respectively,  therefor 
in  the  Budget  for  such  year,  the  amounts  transferred  or  to 
be  transferred  therefrom  to  this  appropriation  shall  be 
increased  or  decreased  in  such  amounts  as  the  Director  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  after  a  hearing  thereon  with 
representatives  of  the  Department  shall  determine  are  appro¬ 
priate  to  the  requirements  as  changed  by  such  reductions 
or  increases  in  such  appropriations  or  authorizations:  Pro¬ 
vided  further,  That,  of  appropriations  herein  made  which 
are  available  for  the  purchase  of  lands,  not  to  exceed  $1 
may  be  expended  for  each  option  to  purchase  any  particular 
tract  or  tracts  of  land:  Provided  further,  That  no  part  of 
the  funds  appropriated  by  this  Act  shall  be  used  for  the 
payment  of  any  officer  or  employee  of  the  Department  who, 
as  such  officer  or  employee,  or  on  behalf  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  or  any  division,  commission,  or  bureau  thereof,  issues, 
or  causes  to  be  issued,  any  prediction,  oral  or  written,  or 
forecast,  except  as  to  damage  threatened  or  caused  by  insects 
and  pests,  with  respect  to  future  prices  of  cotton  or  the  trend 
of  same :  Provided  further,  That,  except  to  provide  materials 
required  in  or  incident  to  research  or  experimental  work 

•  ;  ■  o  ;> 

where  no  suitable  domestic  product  is  available,  no  part  of 
the  funds  appropriated  by  this  Act  shall  be  expended  in  the 
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purchase  of  twine  manufactured  from  commodities  or 
materials  produced  outside  of  the  United  States. 

Within  the  funds  available  to  the  Department,  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Agriculture  may  fix  the  compensation  of  not  to 
exceed  ten  persons  without  regard  to  the  maximum  payable 
under  existing  law,  to  serve,  without  regard  to  civil-service 
laws,  in  any  positions  in  the  Department. 

EESEAECII  AND  MAEKETING  ACT  OF  194  6 
To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  into  effect  the.  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Act  of  August  14,  1946  as  amended  (Public 
Law  733,  79th  Congress;  Public  Law  297,  80th  Con¬ 
gress),  including  in  addition  to  the  objects  for  which 
funds  are  available  for  such  Act  of  August  14,  1946, 
and  under  title  I  of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Act,  as  amended, 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  printing  and 
binding;  over-all  administration,  planning,  and  coordina¬ 
tion  of  research  under  section  10  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  section  10  (c)  ;  and  necessary  expenses  for  carrying  out 
the  provisions  of  title  III  of  the  Act,  as  follows : 

For  payments  to  States,  Territories,  and  Puerto  Bico 
for  agricultural  experiment  stations  pursuant  to  section  9 

f  • 

of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Act  approved  June  29,  1935,  as 
amended  by  the  Act  of  August  14,  1946,  $2,500,000,  of 
which  such  amount  as  shall  be  allottable  to  Alaska  shall 
be  transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  the  appropriation 
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"Research  on  agricultural  problems  of  Alaska”,  without 
matching  requirement ; 

For  research  on  utilization  and  associated  problems  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  10  (a)  of  said  Act,  $3,000,000; 

For  cooperative  research  other  than  research  on  utiliza¬ 
tion  of  agricultural  commodities  and  the  products  thereof, 
pursuant  to  section  10  (b)  of  said  Act,  $1,500,000; 

For  the  improvement  and  development,  independently 
or  through  cooperation  among  Federal  and  State  agencies, 
and  others,  of  a  sound  and  efficient  system  for  the  distribution 
and  marketing  of  agricultural  products  pursuant  to  the  "Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Act  of  1946”  (title  II  of  the  Act  of 
August  14,  1946),  $5,000,000; 

In  all,  $12,000,000:  Provided,  That  for  necessary 
printing  and  binding  there  may  be  transferred  to,  and  made 
a  part  of,  the  item  "Printing  and  binding,  Department  of 
Agriculture,”  such  sums  as  are  necessary:  Provided  further, 
That  the  Secretary  may  make  available  to  any  bureau,  office, 
or  agency  of  the  Department  such  amounts  from  this  appro¬ 
priation  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the  functions  for 
which  it  is  made  (but  amounts  made  available  to  the  Office 
of  the  Secretary,  Office  of  the  Solicitor,  and  Office  of  Informa- 
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1  tion  shall  not  exceed  those  which  the  Director  of  the  Bureau 

2  of  the  Budget,  after  a  hearing  thereon  with  representatives 

3  of  the  Department,  shall  determine ) ,  and  any  such  amounts 

4  shall  be  in  addition  to  amounts  transferred  or  otherwise  made 

5  available  to  other  appropriation  items  of  the  Department: 

6  Provided  further,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be 

7  available  for  work  relating  to  fish  or  shellfish  or  any  product 

8  thereof,  except  for  the  support  of  equitable  transportation 

9  rates  before  Federal  agencies  concerned  with  such  rates. 

10  OFFICE  OF  THE  SOLICITOB 

11  For  necessary  expenses,  including  personal  services  in 

12  the  District  of  Columbia  and  payment  of  fees  or  dues  for 

13  the  use  of  law  libraries  by  attorneys  in  the  field  service, 

14  $2,024,500,  together  with  such  amounts  from  other  appro- 
lb  priations  or  authorizations  as  are  provided  in  the  schedules 
4b  in  the  Budget  for  the  current  fiscal  year  for  such  expenses, 
44  which  several  amounts  or  portions  thereof,  as  may  be  de- 
43  termined  by  the  Secretary,  not  exceeding  a  total  of 
49  $148,000  shall  be  transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  this 
"b  appropriation ;  and  there  may  be  expended  for  personal 
24  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  not  to  exceed 

22  $1,403,033:  Provided,  however,  That  if  the  total  amounts 

23  of  such  appropriations  or  authorizations  for  the  current 

24  fiscal  year  shall  at  any  time  exceed  or  fall  below  the 

25  amounts  estimated,  respectively,  therefor  in  the  Budget  for 
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such  year,  the  amounts  transferred  or  to  be  transferred 
therefrom  to  this  appropriation  and  the  amount  which  may 
be  expended  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
shall  be  increased  or  decreased  in  such  amounts  as  the  Direc¬ 
tor  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  after  a  hearing  thereon 
with  representatives  of  the  Department,  shall  determine  are 
appropriate  to  the  requirements  as  changed  by  such  reduc¬ 
tions  or  increases  in  such  appropriations  or  authorizations. 
OFFICE  OF  INFORMATION 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  necessary  expenses  in  connection  with  the  publica¬ 
tion,  indexing,  illustration,  and  distribution  of  bulletins,  docu¬ 
ments,  and  reports,  the  preparation,  distribution,  and  display 
of  agricultural  motion  and  sound  pictures,  and  exhibits,  and 
the  coordination  of  informational  work  in  the  Department, 
$580,000,  together  with  such  amounts  from  other  appro¬ 
priations  or  authorizations  as  are  provided  in  the  schedules 
in  the  Budget  for  the  .current  fiscal  year  for  such  expenses, 
which  several  amounts  or  portions  thereof,  as  may  be 
determined  by  the  Secretary,  not  exceeding  a  total  of 
$13,975  shall  be  transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  this 
appropriation,  of  which  total  appropriation  amounts  not 
exceeding  those  specified  may  be  used  for  the  purposes 
enumerated  as  follows:  For  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia,  $538,000;  for  preparation  and  display  of  ex- 
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hibits,  $105,925;  and  the  preparation,  distribution,  and 
display  of  motion  and  sound  pictures,  $55,600:  Provided, 
however,  That  if  the  total  amounts  of  the  appropriations  or 
authorizations  for  the  current  fiscal  year  from  which  transfers 
to  this  appropriation  are  herein  authorized  shall  at  any  time 
exceed  or  fall  below  the  amounts  estimated,  respectively, 
therefor  in  the  Budget  for  such  year,  the  amounts  transferred 
or  to  be  transferred  therefrom  to  this  appropriation  and  the 
amount  which  may  be  expended  for  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia  shall  be  increased  or  decreased  in  such 
amounts  as  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  after  a 
hearing  thereon  with  representatives  of  the  Department,  shall 
determine  are  appropriate  to  the  requirements  as  changed  by 
such  reductions  or  increases  in  such  appropriations  or  author¬ 
izations  :  Provided  further,  That  when  and  to  the  extent  that 
in  the  judgment  of  the  Secretary  agricultural  exhibits  and 
motion  and  sound  pictures  relating  to  the  authorized  pro¬ 
grams  of  the  various  agencies  of  the  Department  can  be  more 
advantageously  prepared,  displayed,  or  distributed  by  the 
Office  of  Information,  as  the  central  agency  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  therefor,  additional  funds  not  exceeding  $300,000  for 
these  purposes  may  be  transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of 
this  appropriation,  from  the  funds  applicable,  and  shall  be 
available  for  the  objects  specified  herein,  including  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia:  Provided  further,  That 


9 


1  in  the  preparation  of  motion  pictures  or  exhibits  by  the  De- 

2  partment,  not  exceeding  a  total  of  $10,000  may  be  used  for 

3  employment  pursuant  to  the  second  sentence  of  section  706 

4  (a)  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  Organic  Act  of  1944 

5  (5  U.  S.  C.  574) ,  said  Act  being  elsewhere  herein  referred 

6  to  as  the  Organic  Act  of  1944,  as  amended  by  section  15 

7  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  :  Provided 

8  further,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  he  used  for 

9  the  establishment  or  maintenance  of  regional  or  State  field 
16  offices  or  for  the  compensation  of  employees  in  such  offices 

11  except  that  not  to  exceed  $10,000  may  he  used  to  maintain 

12  the  San  Francisco  radio  office. 

13  PRINTING  AND  BINDING 

14  For  printing  and  binding  for  the  Department,  including 

15  all  of  its  bureaus,  offices,  institutions,  and  services,  except  as 

16  otherwise  provided,  $1,800,000,  including  the  purchase  of 
11  reprints  of  scientific  and  technical  articles  published  in 

18  periodicals  and  journals ;  the  Annual  Deport  of  the  Secretary, 

19  as  required  by  the  Acts  of  January  12,  1895  (44  U.  S.  C. 

20  in,  212-220,  222,  241,  244) ,  March  4,  1915  (7  U.  S.  0. 

21  418),  and  June  20,  1936  (5  U.  S.  C.  108),  and  in  pur- 

22  suance  of  the  Act  approved  March  30,  1906  (44  U.  S.  C. 

23  214,  224) ,  also  including  not  to  exceed  $250,000  for  farmers’ 

24  bulletins,  which  shall  be  adapted  to  the  interests  of  the 
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people  of  the  different  sections  of  the  country,  an  equal 
proportion  of  four-fifths  of  which  shall  be  delivered  to  or 
sent  out  under  the  addressed  franks  furnished  by  the  Senators, 
Representatives,  and  Delegates  in  Congress,  as  they  shall 
direct,  hut  not  including  work  done  at  the  field  printing 
plants  of  the  Forest  Service  authorized  by  the  Joint  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Printing,  in  accordance  with  the  Act  approved 
March  1,  1919  (44  TJ.  S.  C.  Ill,  220)  ;  and  including  not 
to  exceed  $207,000  for  printing  and  binding  not  less  than  two 
hundred  thirty  thousand  eight  hundred  and  fifty  copies  for 
the  use  of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  part 
2  of  the  annual  report  of  the  Secretary  (known  as  the 
Yearbook  of  Agriculture) ,  as  authorized  by  section  73  of 
the  Act  of  January  12,  1895  (44  TJ.  S.  C.  241)  :  Provided, 
That  the  Secretary  may  transfer  to  this  appropriation  from 
the  appropriation  made  for  “Conservation  and  Use  of  Agri¬ 
cultural  Land  Resources”  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary 
for  printing  and  binding  in  connection  with  marketing  quotas 
under  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938  (7  U.  S.  C. 
1281-1407),  from  funds  appropriated  to  carry  into  effect 
the  purposes  of  the  National  School  Lunch  Act  approved 
June  4,  1946  (Public  Law  396),  such  sums  as  may  be 
necessary  for  printing  and  binding  in  connection  with  the 
activities  under  said  Act,  and  from  funds  appropriated  to 
carry  into  effect  the  terms  of  section  32  of  the  Act  of  August 
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24,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  612c),  as  amended,  such  sums  as 
may  be  necessary  for  printing  and  binding  in  connection  with 
the  activities  under  section  32:  Provided  further,  That  the 
total  amount  that  may  be  transferred  under  the  authority 
granted  in  the  preceding  proviso  shall  not  exceed  $145,000. 

LIBRAKY,  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
For  necessary  expenses,  including  exchange  of  reference 
books,  lawbooks,  technical  and  scientific  books,  periodicals, 
and  expenses  incurred  in  completing  imperfect  series;  not 
to  exceed  $1,200  for  newspapers;  dues,  when  authorized  by 
the  Secretary,  for  library  membership  in  societies  or  associa¬ 
tions  which  issue  publications  to  members  only  or  at  a  price 
to  members  lower  than  to  subscribers  who  are  not  memr 
bers;  $600,000,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $484,924  may  be 
expended  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 
BUEEAU  OF  AGRICULTURAL  ECONOMICS 
For  necessary  expenses,  including  not  to  exceed  $2,- 
243,400  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
including  the  salary  of  Chief  of  Bureau  at  $10,000  per 
annum,  and  not  to  exceed  $1,000  for  the  purchase  of  books 
of  reference,  periodicals,  and  newspapers,  as  follows: 

Economic  investigations:  For  conducting  investigations 
and  for  acquiring  and  diffusing  useful  information  among 
the  people  of  the  United  States,  relative  to  agricultural  pro¬ 
duction,  distribution,  land  utilization,  and  conservation  ic 
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their  broadest  aspects,  including  farm  management  and 

practice,  utilization  of  farm  and  food  products,  purchasing 

of  farm  supplies,  farm  population  and  rural  life,  farm  labor, 

farm  finance,  insurance  and  taxation,  adjustments  in  pro- 

* 

duction  to  probable  demand  for  the  different  farm  and  food 
products ;  land  ownership  and  values,  costs,  prices  and  income 
in  their  relation  to  agriculture,  including  causes  for  their 
variations  and  trends,  $1,900,000:  Provided,  That  no  part 
of  the  funds  herein  appropriated  or  made  available  to  the 
Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics  under  the  heading  “Eco¬ 
nomic  investigations”  shall  be  used  for  State  and  county 
land-use  planning,  for  conducting  cultural  surveys,  or  for 
the  maintenance  of  regional  offices. 

Crop  and  livestock  estimates:  For  collecting,  compiling, 
abstracting,  analyzing,  summarizing,  interpreting,  and  pub¬ 
lishing  data  relating  to  agriculture,  including  crop  and  live¬ 
stock  estimates,  acreage,  yield,  grades,  staples  of  cotton, 
stocks,  and  value  of  farm  crops  and  numbers,  grades,  and 
value  of  livestock  and  livestock  products  on  farms,  produc¬ 
tion,  distribution,  and  consumption  of  turpentine  and  rosin 
pursuant  to  the  Act  of  August  15,  1935  (5  U.  S.  C.  556b) , 
and  for  the  collection  and  publication  of  statistics  of  peanuts 
as  provided  by  the  Act  approved  June  24,  1936,  as 
amended  May  12,  1938  (7  U.  S.  C.  951-957) ,  $2,375,400: 
Provided,  1  hat  no  part  of  the  funds  herein  appropriated 
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shall  be  available  for  any  expense  incident  to  ascertaining, 
collating,  or  publishing  a  report  stating  the  intention  of 
farmers  as  to  the  acreage  to  be  planted  in  cotton,  or  for 
estimates  of  apple  production  for  other  than  the  commercial 
crop. 

OFFICE  OF  FOREIGN  AGRICULTURAL 
RELATIONS 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses  for  the 
Office  of  Foreign  Agricultural  Relations  and  for  enabling 
the  Secretary  to  coordinate  and  integrate  activities  of  the 
Department  in  connection  with  foreign  agricultural  work, 
including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and 
not  to  exceed  $500  for  newspapers,  $503,000. 

EXTENSION  SERVICE 

PAYMENTS  TO  STATES,  HAWAII,  ALASKA,  AND  PUERTO 

RICO 

For  payments  to  the  States,  Hawaii,  Alaska,  and  Puerto 
Rico,  for  cooperative  agricultural  extension  work  as  follows: 

Capper-Ketch  am,  Bankhead- Jones,  and  related  Acts: 
Capper-Ketcham  Act,  the  Act  approved  May  22,  1928 
(7  U.  S.  C.  343a,  343b) ,  $1,480,000  ;  Bankhead- Jones  Act, 
section  21,  title  II,  of  the  Act  approved  June  29,  1935 
(7  U.  S.  O.  343c),  $12,000,000;  Bankhead- Jones  Act, 
section  23,  title  II,  of  the  Act  approved  June  29,  1935,  as 
amended  by  the  Act  of  June  6,  1945  (7  U.  S.  C.  343d— 1 ) , 
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$8,500,000;  additional  extension  work,  the  Act  approved 
April  24,  1939,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  343c-l) ,  $555,000; 
Alaska,  the  Act  approved  February  23,  1929  (7  U.  S.  C. 
386c) ,  extending  the  benefits  of  the  Smith-Lever  Act  to  the 
Territory  of  Alaska,  $13,950,  and  section  3  of  the  Act 
approved  June  20,  1936  (7  U.  S.  C.  343e) ,  extending  the 
benefits  of  the  Capper-Ketcham  Act  to  the  Territory  of 
Alaska,  $10,000,  in  all,  for  Alaska,  $23,950;  Puerto  Rico, 
the  Act  approved  August  28,  1937  (7  U.  S.  O.  343f-343g) , 
extending  the  benefits  of  section  21  of  the  Bankhead- Jones 
Act  to  Puerto  Rico,  $408,000;  in  all,  Capper-Ketcham, 
Bankhead- Jones,  and  related  Acts,  $22,966,950. 

SAL  ABIES  AND  EXPENSES 

Administration  and  coordination  of  extension  work : 
For  expenses  necessary  to  administer  the  provisions  of  the 
Smith-Lever  Act,  approved  May  8,  1914  (7  U.  S.  C.  341- 
348),  and  Acts  amendatory  or  supplementary  thereto,  and 
to  coordinate  the  extension  work  of  the  Department  and 
the  several  States,  Territories,  and  insular  possessions, 
$827,200,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $663,100  may  be  ex¬ 
pended  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 
AGRICULTURAL  RESEARCH  ADMINISTRATION 
Office  of  Administrator 
Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses  of  the 
Office  of  Administrator,  including  the  salary  of  the  Admin- 
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istrator  at  $10,000  per  annum,  and  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia,  and  for  the  maintenance,  opera¬ 
tion,  and  furnishing  of  facilities  and  services  at  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Research  Center,  $406,300:  Provided,  That  the 
appropriation  current  at  the  time  services  are  rendered  may 
be  reimbursed  (by  advance  credits  or  reimbursements  based 
on  estimated  or  actual  charges)  from  applicable  appropria¬ 
tions,  to  cover  the  charges,  including  handling  and  other 
related  services,  for  equipment  rentals  (including  deprecia¬ 
tion,  maintenance,  and  repairs )  ;  for  services,  supplies,  equip¬ 
ment  and  materials  furnished,  stores  of  which  may  be 
maintained  at  the  Center,  and  for  building  construction, 
alteration,  and  repair  performed  by  the  Center  in  carrying 
out  the  purposes  of  such  applicable  appropriations  and  the 
applicable  appropriations  may  also  be  charged  their  pro¬ 
portionate  share  of  the  necessary  general  expenses  of  the 
Center  not  covered  by  this  appropriation:  Provided  further, 
That  the  several  appropriations  of  the  Agricultural  Research 
Administration  shall  be  available  for  the  construction,  altera¬ 
tion,  and  repair  of  buildings  and  improvements:  Provided, 
however,  That  unless  otherwise  provided,  the  cost  of  con¬ 
structing  any  one  building  (excepting  headhouses  connect¬ 
ing  greenhouses)  shall  not  exceed  $5,000,  the  total  amount 
for  construction  of  buildings  costing  more  than  $2,500  each 
shall  be  within  the  limits  of  the  estimates  submitted  and 
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approved  therefor,  and  the  cost  of  altering  any  one  building 
during  the  fiscal  year  shall  not  exceed  $2,500  or  2  per 
centum  of  the  cost  of  the  building  as  certified  by  the  Re¬ 
search  Administrator,  whichever  is  greater. 

Special  Research  Fund,  Department  of 
Agriculture 

For  enabling  the  Secretary  to  carry  into  effect  the  Act 
approved  June  29,  1935  (7  U.  S.  0.  427,  427b,  427c, 
427f)  ;  for  administration  of  the  provisions  of  section  5  of  the 
said  Act,  and  for  special  research  work,  including  the 
planning,  programing,  coordination,  and  printing  the  results 
of  such  research,  to  be  conducted  by  such  agencies  of  the 
Department  as  the  Secretary  may  designate  or  establish, 
and  to  which  he  may  make  allotments  from  this  fund,  includ¬ 
ing  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  $1,230,- 
000,  of  which  amount  $835,200  shall  be  available  for  the 
maintenance  and  operation  of  research  laboratories  and 
facilities  in  the  major  agricultural  regions  provided  for  by 
section  4  of  said  Act,  including  not  to  exceed  $23,000 
for  construction  of  a  poultry  house  at  the  regional  poultry 
laboratory,  East,  Lansing,  Michigan. 

Research  on  Strategic  and  Critical  Agricultural 

Materials 

For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry 
out  his  responsibilities  under  section  7  (b)  of  the  Strategic 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 


17 


and  Critical  Materials  Stock  Piling  Act  of  July  23,  1946 
(Public  Law  520,  Seventy-ninth  Congress),  in  connection 
with  natural  rubber,  including  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  $349,000. 

Research  on  Agricultural  Problems  of  Alaska 
For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Secretary  to  con¬ 
tinue  the  program  for  research  into  the  basic  agricultural 
needs  and  problems  of  the  Territory  of  Alaska  in  accordance 
with  the  authority  contained  in  the  Act  of  July  30,  1947 
(Public  Law  266),  and  for  the  same  objects  and  purposes 
provided  therein,  $185,940,  together  with  contract  authority 
in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $300,000  to  construct  buildings 
and  facilities  and  to  acquire  and  install  such  equipment  as 
may  be  necessary,  on  land  donated  or  otherwise  acquired. 

Office  of  Experiment  Stations 

PAYMENTS  TO  STATES,  HAWAH,  AND  PUERTO  RICO 
For  payments  to  the  States,  Hawaii,  and  Puerto  Rico 
to  be  paid  quarterly  in  advance,  to  carry  into  effect  tbe 
provisions  of  the  following  Acts  relating  to  agricultural  ex¬ 
periment  stations: 

Hatch,  Adams,  Purnell,  Bankhead- Jones,  and  related 
Acts:  Hatch  Act,  the  Act  approved  March  2,  1887  (7 
U.  S.  C.,  362,  363,  365,  368,  377-379),  $720,000;  Adams 
Act,  the  Act  approved  March  16,  1906  (7  U.  S.  C.  369), 
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$720,000;  Purnell  Act,  the  Act  approved  February  24, 
1925  (7  U.  S.  0.  361,  366,  370,  371,  373-376,  380,  382), 
$2,880,000;  Bankhead- Jones  Act,  title  I  of  the  Act  approved 
June  29,  1935  (7  U.  S.  0.  427-427g) ,  $2,661,268; 
Hawaii,  the  Act  approved  May  16,  1928  (7  U.  S.  C.  386- 
386b),  extending  the  benefits  of  certain  Acts  of  Congress 
to  the  Territory  of  Hawaii,  $90,000;  Puerto  Rico,  the  Act 
approved  March  4,  1931,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  386d- 
386f) ,  extending  the  benefits  of  certain  Acts  of  Congress  to 
Puerto  Rico,  $90,000;  in  all,  payments  to  States,  Hawaii, 
and  Puerto  Rico,  $7,161,268. 

SAXi ABIES  AND  EXPENSES 

Administration  of  grants  and  coordination  of  research 
with  States:  For  necessary  expenses,  including  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  $183,000  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  to  enforce  the  provisions  of  the  Acts  approved 
March  2,  1887,  March  16,  1906,  February  24,  1925, 
May  16,  1928,  March  4,  1931,  and  June  20,  1936, 
and  Acts  amendatory  thereto  (7  U.  S.  C.  361-363,  365- 
369,  370-383,  386,  386d-386f) ,  relative  to  their  adminis¬ 
tration  and  for  the  administration  of  an  agricultural  experi¬ 
ment  station  in  Puerto  Rico,  $197,000;  and  the  Secretary 
shall  prescribe  the  form  of  the  annual  financial  statement 
required  under  the  above  Acts,  ascertain  whether  the  ex- 
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penditures  are  in  accordance  with  their  provisions,  coordi¬ 
nate  the  research  work  of  the  State  agricultural  colleges  and 
experiment  stations  in  the  lines  authorized  in  said  Acts  with 
research  of  the  Department  in  similar  lines,  and  make  report 
thereon  to  Congress. 

Federal  experiment  station,  Puerto  Pico:  For  expenses 
necessary  to  establish  and  maintain  an  agricultural  experi¬ 
ment  station  in  Puerto  Rico,  including  the  preparation,  illus¬ 
tration,  and  distribution  of  reports  and  bulletins,  $124,700. 

Bureau  of  Animal  Industry 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary,  including  not  to  exceed 
$651,700  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act,  as  amended, 
establishing  a  Bureau  of  Animal  Industry,  and  related  Acts, 
and  for  investigations  concerned  with  the  livestock  and  meat 
industries  and  the  domestic  raising  of  fur-bearing  animals, 
as  follows: 

Animal  husbandry:  For  investigations  and  experiments 
in  animal  husbandry  and  animal  and  poultry  feeding  and 
breeding,  and  for  carrying  out  the  purposes  of  section  101 
(b)  of  the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (7  U.  S.  C.  429)  authoriz¬ 
ing  cooperation  with  State  authorities  in  the  administration 
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of  regulations  for  the  improvement  of  poultry,  poultry 
products,  and  hatcheries,  $1,405,500. 

Diseases  of  animals:  For  scientific  investigations  of 
diseases  of  animals,  and  for  investigations  of  tuberculin, 
serums,  antitoxins,  and  analogous  products,  $1,055,000. 

Eradicating  tuberculosis  and  Bang’s  disease:  Eor  the 
control  and  eradication  of  the  diseases  of  tuberculosis  and 
paratuberculosis  of  animals,  avian  tuberculosis,  and  Bang’s 
disease  of  cattle,  $6,250,000:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the 
money  hereby  appropriated  shall  be  used  in  compensating 
owners  of  cattle  except  in  cooperation  with  and  supplemen¬ 
tary  to  payments  to  be  made  by  State,  Territory,  county, 
or  municipality  where  condemnation  of  cattle  shall  take 
place,  nor  shall  any  payment  be  made  hereunder  as  compen¬ 
sation  for  or  on  account  of  any  such  animal  if  at  the  time 
of  inspection  or  test,  or  at  the  time  of  condemnation  thereof, 
it  shall  belong  to  or  be  upon  the  premises  of  any  person, 
firm,  or  corporation  to  which  it  has  been  sold,  shipped,  or 
delivered  for  the  purpose  of  being  slaughtered:  Provided 
further,  That  out  of  the  money  hereby  appropriated  no 
payment  as  compensation  for  any  cattle  condemned  for 
slaughter  shall  exceed  one-third  of  the  difference  between 
the  appraised  value  of  such  cattle  and  the  value  of  the  salvage 
thereof;  that  no  payment  hereunder  shall  exceed  the  amount 
paid  or  to  be  paid  by  the  State,  Territory,  county,  and 
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municipality  where  the  animal  shall  be  condemned;  and 
that  in  no  case  shall  any  payment  hereunder  he  more  than 
$25  for  any  grade  animal  or  more  than  $50  for  any  purebred 
animal. 

Inspection  and  quarantine:  For  inspection  and  quaran¬ 
tine  work,  including  the  control  and  eradication  of  hog 
cholera  and  related  swine  diseases,  southern  cattle  ticks, 
scabies  in  sheep  and  cattle,  and  dourine  in  horses,  the  super¬ 
vision  of  the  transportation  of  livestock,  the  inspection  of 
vessels,  the  execution  of  the  twenty-eight-hour  law,  the  in¬ 
spection  and  quarantine  of  imported  animals  in  accordance 
with  the  Act  of  August  30,  1890  (21  U.  S.  C.  102),  and 
the  Act  of  July  24,  1946  (Public  Law  522) ,  and  the  inspec¬ 
tion  work  relative  to  the  existence  of  contagious  diseases, 
$1,225,000:  Provided,  That  service  shall  be  maintained  at 
all  stockyards  having  such  service  during  the  current  fiscal 
year. 

Virus  Serum  Toxin  Act:  For  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  approved  March  4,  1913  (21  U.  S.  O.  151-158) , 
regulating  the  preparation,  sale,  barter,  exchange,  or  ship¬ 
ment  of  any  virus,  serum,  toxin,  or  analogous  product  manu¬ 
factured  in  the  United  States  and  the  importation  of  such 
products  intended  for  use  in  the  treatment  of  domestic 
animals,  $340,000. 

Marketing  agreements,  hog  cholera  virus  and  serum: 
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The  sum  of  $43,000  of  the  appropriation  made  by  section 
12  (a)  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act,  approved 
May  12,  1933  (7  U.  S.  0.  612),  is  hereby  made  available 
during  the  fiscal  year  for  which  appropriations  are  herein 
made  to  carry  into  effect  sections  56  to  60,  inclusive,  of  the 
Act  approved  August  24,  1935  (7  U.  S.  0.  851-855), 
including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 
eradication  of  foot-and-mouth  and  other 

CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  OF  ANIMALS 
For  expenses  necessary,  including  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia,  in  the  arrest  and  eradication  of 
foot-and-mouth  disease,  rinderpest,  contagious  pleuropneu¬ 
monia,  or  other  contagious  or  infectious  diseases  of  animals, 
or  European  fowl  pest  and  similar  diseases  in  poultry,  includ¬ 
ing  the  payment  of  claims  growing  out  of  past  and  future 
purchases  and  destruction  of  animals  (including  poultry) 
affected  by  or  exposed  to,  or  of  materials  contaminated  by 
or  exposed  to,  any  such  disease,  wherever  found  and  irrespec¬ 
tive  of  ownership,  under  like  or  substantially  similar  circum¬ 
stances,  when  such  owner  has  complied  with  all  lawful 
quarantine  regulations;  and  for  foot-and-mouth  disease  and 
rinderpest  programs  undertaken  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  of  February  28,  1947  (Public  Law  8,  Eightieth 
Congress) ,  and  the  Act  of  May  29,  1884,  as  amended 
(7  TJ.  S.  C.,  391;  21  U.  S.  C.,  111-122),  including 
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expenses  in  accordance  with  section  2  of  said  Public  Law  8, 
the  Secretary  may  transfer  from  other  appropriations  or 
funds  available  to  the  bureaus,  corporations,  or  agencies  of 
the  Department  such  sums  as  he  may  deem  necessary,  to 
be  available  only  in  an  emergency  which  threatens  the 
livestock  or  poultry  industry  of  the  country,  and  any  unex¬ 
pended  balances  of  funds  transferred  under  this  head  in  the 
fiscal  year  1948  shall  be  merged  with  such  transferred 
amounts:  Provided,  That,  except  for  payments  made  pur-, 
suant  to  said  Public  Law  8,  the  payment  for  such  animals 
hereafter  purchased  may  be  made  on  appraisement  based 
on  the  meat,  egg-production,  dairy,  or  breeding  value,  but 
in  case  of  appraisement  based  on  breeding  value  no  ap¬ 
praisement  of  any  such  animal  shall  exceed  three  times  its 
meat,  egg-production,  or  dairy  value,  and,  except  in  case 
of  an  extraordinary  emergency,  to  be  determined  by  the 
Secretary,  the  payment  by  the  United  States  Government 
for  any  such  animals  shall  not  exceed  one-half  of  any  such 
appraisements :  Provided  further,  That  poultry  may  be 
appraised  in  groups  when  the  basis  for  appraisal  is  the  same 
for  each  bird. 

Bureau  of  Dairy  Industry 
Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses,  includ¬ 
ing  not  to  exceed  $515,300  for  personal  services  in  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the 
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1  Act  of  May  29,  1924  (7  U.  S.  0.  401-404),  including 

2  investigations,  experiments,  and  demonstrations  in  dairy 

3  industry,  for  carrying  out  the  applicable  provisions  of  the 

4  Act  of  May  9,  1902  (26  U.  S.  0.  2325,  2326  (c)  ) ,  re- 

5  lating  to  process  or  renovated  butter,  as  amended  by  the 

6  Act  of  June  24,  1946  (Public  Law  427),  and  the  Act  of 

7  May  23,  1908  (21  U.  S.  0.  94  (a)  ),  insofar  as  it  relates 

8  to  the  exportation  of  process  or  renovated  butter,  $1,050,000. 

9  Bureau  of  Plant  Industry,  Soils,  and  Agricultural 

10  Engineering 

11  SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

12  For  expenses  necessary  for  investigations,  experiments, 

13  and  demonstrations  in  connection  with  the  production  and 

14  improvement  of  farm  crops  and  other  plants  and  plant  indus- 

15  tries;  soils  and  soil-plant  relationships,  and  the  application 

16  of  engineering  principles  to  agriculture ;  plant  diseases,  in- 

17  eluding  nematodes,  and  methods  for  their  prevention  and 

18  control;  plant  and  plant-disease  collections  and  surveys; 

19  the  distribution  of  weeds  and  means  for  their  control;  meth- 

20  ods  of  handling,  processing,  transportation,  and  storage  of 

21  agricultural  products;  and  plants  in  foreign  countries  and 

22  our  possessions  for  introduction  into  the  United  States,  in- 

23  eluding  explorations  and  surveys,  and  propagation  and  test- 

24  ing  in  this  country;  for  the  operation  and  maintenance  of 
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airplanes;  and  for  personal  services  in  the  city  of  Washing¬ 
ton,  as  follows: 

Field  crops:  For  investigations  on  the  production,  im¬ 
provement,  and  diseases  of  alfalfa,  barley,  clover,  corn, 
cotton,  flax,  grasses,  oats,  rice,  rubber  crops,  sorghums,  soy¬ 
beans,  sugar  beets,  sugarcane,  tobacco,  wheat,  and  other 
field  crops,  $2,672,300. 

Fruit,  vegetable,  and  specialty  crops :  F or  investigations 
on  the  production,  improvement,  and  diseases  of  fruit,  vege¬ 
table,  nut,  ornamental,  drug,  condiment,  oil,  insecticide,  and 
related  crops  and  plants,  $2,578,100. 

Forest  diseases:  For  investigations  of  diseases  of  forest 
and  shade  trees  and  forest  products,  and  methods  for  their 
control,  $380,480. 

Soils,  fertilizers,  and  irrigation:  For  investigations  of 
soil  management  methods  to  increase  and  maintain  produc¬ 
tivity,  including  fertilization,  liming,  crop  rotations,  tillage 
practices,  and  other  means  of  improving  soils ;  fertilizers,  ferti- 

i 

lizer  ingredients,  and  their  improvement  for  agricultural  use ; 
soil  management  and  crop  production  on  dry  and  irrigated 
lands,  and  the  quality  of  irrigation  water  and  its  use  by  crops ; 
and  for  the  classification  of  soils  in  a  national  system  and 
indication  of  their  extent  and  distribution  on  maps,  and 
determination  of  their  potential  productivity  under  adapted 
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cropping  and  improved  soil  management;  $1,466,000: 
Provided,  That  the  irrigation  experiment  station  at  Bard, 
California,  may  be  sold  upon  such  terms  as  the  Secretary 
deems  advantageous,  and  the  proceeds  of  such  sale  are  to  be 
available  for  the  establishment  and  equipment  of  an  irriga¬ 
tion  station  at  or  near  Brawley,  California,  or  the  Secretary 
may  if  he  deems  it  desirable  exchange  in  lieu  of  sale  the  Bard 
Station  for  a  suitable  site  or  facilities  at  or  near  Brawley,  and 
in  connection  with  the  establishment  of  the  new  station  the 
Secretary  may  accept  donations:  Provided  further,  That  the 
Secretary  shall  have  contractual  authority  in  an  amount  not 
to  exceed  $100,000  to  construct  and/or  acquire  buildings, 
facilities,  and  equipment  for  the  station  at  Brawley. 

Agricultural  engineering:  Tor  investigations  involving 
the  application  of  engineering  principles  to  agriculture,  in¬ 
cluding  farm  power  and  equipment,  rural  water  supply  and 
sanitation,  and  rural  electrification;  farm  buildings  and  their 
appurtenances  and  buildings  for  processing  and  storing  farm 
products,  and  the  preparation  and  distribution  of  building 
plans  and  specifications;  cotton  ginning,  and  other  engineer¬ 
ing  problems  relating  to  the  production,  processing,  trans¬ 
portation,  and  storage  of  agricultural  products;  $685,690. 

National  Arboretum:  For  the  maintenance  and  develop¬ 
ment  of  the  National  Arboretum  established  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Act  approved  March  4,  1927  (20  U.  S.  O. 
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191-194),  including  travel  expenses  of  the  advisory  council 
and  the  purchase  of  one  passenger  motor  vehicle  in  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  $413,900,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $20,000 
shall  be  available  for  the  construction  of  entrance  facilities, 
including  a  guardhouse  and  rest  rooms,  and  not  to  exceed 
$10,000  may  be  expended  for  employment  pursuant  to  the 
second  sentence  of  section  706  (a)  of  the  Organic  Act  of 
1944  (5  U.  S.  C.  574)  as  amended  by  section  15  of  the  Act 
of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a) . 

Bureau  op  Entomology  and  Plant  Quarantine 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  investigations,  experiments, 
demonstrations,  and  surveys  for  the  promotion  of  economic 
entomology,  for  investigating  and  ascertaining  the  best 
means  of  destroying  insects  and  related  pests  injurious  to 
agriculture,  for  importing  useful  and  beneficial  insects  and 
bacterial,  fungal,  and  other  diseases  of  insects  and  related 
pests,  for  investigating  and  ascertaining  the  best  means  of 
destroying  insects  affecting  man  and  animals,  and  the  best 
ways  of  utilizing  beneficial  insects,  for  carrying  into  effect 
the  provisions  of  the  Plant  Quarantine  Act  of  August  20, 
1912,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  O.  151-167),  the  Honey  Bee 
Act  (7  IT.  S.  0.  281-283) ,  the  Insect  Pest  Act  (7  U.  S.  C. 
141-144) ,  the  Mexican  Border  Act  (7  U.  S.  0.  149)  and 
the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (7  U.  S.  0.  147a) ,  authorizing 
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the  eradication,  control,  and  prevention  of  spread  of  injurious 
insects  and  plant  pests;  including  the  operation  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  airplanes  and  the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  five,  and 
not  to  exceed  $718,350  for  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia,  as  follows: 

Insect  investigations:  For  the  investigation  of  insects 
affecting  fruits,  grapes,  nuts,  trees,  shrubs,  forests  and  forest 
products,  truck  and  garden  crops,  cereal,  forage  and  range 
crops,  cotton,  tobacco,  sugar  plants,  ornamental  and  other 
plants  and  agricultural  products,  household  possessions,  and 
man  and  animals;  for  bee  culture  and  apiary  management; 
for  classifying,  identifying,  and  collecting  information  to 
determine  the  distribution  and  abundance  of  insects;  for 
invesigations  in  connection  with  introduction  of  natural 
enemies  of  injurious  insects  and  related  pests  and  for  the 
exchange  with  other  countries  of  useful  and  beneficial  insects 
and  other  arthropods;  for  developing  methods,  equipment, 
and  apparatus  to  aid  in  enforcing  plant  quarantines  and  in 
the  eradication  and  control  of  insect  pests  and  plant  diseases ; 
and  for  investigations  of  insecticides  and  fungicides,  including 
methods  of  their  manufacture  and  use  and  the  effects  of  their 
application,  $3,019,800. 

Insect  and  plant-disease  control:  For  carrying  out  op¬ 
erations  or  measures  to  eradicate,  suppress,  control,  or  to 
prevent  or  retard  the  spread  of  Japanese  beetle,  sweet- 
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potato  weevil,  Mexican  fruitflies,  phony  peach  and  peach 
mosaic,  cereal  rusts,  and  pink  bollworm  and  Thurberia  weevil, 
including  the  enforcement  of  quarantine  regulations  and 
cooperation  with  States  to  enforce  plant  quarantines  as 
authorized  by  the  Plant  Quarantine  Act  of  August  20,  1912, 
as  amended  (7  U.  S.  0.  151-167) ,  and  including  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  such  cotton-free  areas  as  may  be  necessary  to 
stamp  out  any  infestation  of  the  pink  bollworm  as  authorized 
by  the  Act  of  February  8,  1930  (46  Stat.  67) ,  and  for  the 
enforcement  of  domestic  plant  quarantines  through  inspec¬ 
tion  in  transit,  including  the  interception  and  disposition  of 
materials  found  to  have  been  transported  interstate  in  viola¬ 
tion  of  Federal  plant  quarantine  laws  or  regulations,  and 
operations  under  the  Terminal  Inspection  Act  (7  TJ.  S.  C. 
166),  $2,586,200:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  this  appro¬ 
priation  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  cost  or  value  of  trees, 
farm  animals,  farm  crops,  or  other  property  injured  or 
destroyed:  Provided  further,  That,  in  the  discretion  of  the 
Secretary,  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  expended 
for  the  control  of  sweetpotato  weevil  in  any  State  until  such 
State  has  provided  cooperation  necessary  to  accomplish  this 
purpose,  or  for  barberry  eradication  until  a  sum  or  sums  at 
least  equal  to  such  expenditures  shall  have  been  appro¬ 
priated,  subscribed,  or  contributed  by  States,  counties,  or 
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local  authorities,  or  by  individuals  or  organizations  for  the 
accomplishment  of  this  purpose. 

Foreign  plant  quarantines:  For  operations  against  the 
introduction  of  insect  pests  or  plant  diseases  into  the  United 
States,  including  the  enforcement  of  foreign-plant  quarantines 
and  regulations  promulgated  under  sections  5  and  7  of  the 
Plant  Quarantine  Act  of  August  20,  1912,  as  amended 
(7  IT.  S.  0.  151-167),  the  Insect  Pest  Act  of  1905  (7 
IT.  S.  C.  141-144) ,  and  the  Mexican  Border  Act  of  1942 
(7  U.  S.  0.  149),  for  enforcement  of  domestic-plant  quar¬ 
antines  as  they  pertain  to  Territories  of  the  United  States 
and  enforcement  of  regulations  governing  the  movement 
of  plants  into  and  from  the  District  of  Columbia  promul¬ 
gated  under  section  15  of  the  Plant  Quarantine  Act  of 
August  20,  1912,  as  amended,  and  for  inspection  and  cer¬ 
tification  of  plants  and  plant  products  to  meet  the  sanitary 
requirements  of  foreign  countries,  as  authorized  in  section 
102  of  the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (7  U.  S.  C.  147a) , 
$2,212,000. 

Control  of  Emergency  Outbreaks  of  Insects  and 

Plant  Diseases 

F or  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the 
joint  resolution  approved  May  9,  1938  (7  U.  S.  C.  148- 
148e) ,  including  the  operation  and  maintenance  of  air- 
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planes  and  the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  three,  and  surveys 
and  control  operations  in  Canada  in  cooperation  with  the 
Canadian  Government  or  local  Canadian  authorities,  and 
the  employment  of  Canadian  citizens,  $1,000,000. 

Bureau  of  Agricultural  and  Industrial  Chemistry 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  investigations,  experiments, 
and  demonstrations  hereinafter  authorized,  including  not  to 
exceed  $237,746  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  as  follows: 

Agricultural  chemical  and  naval  stores  investigations: 
For  conducting  the  investigations  contemplated  by  the  Act  of 
May  15,  1862  (5  U.  S.  C.  511,  512) ,  relating  to  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  chemistry  to  agriculture;  for  the  biological,  chemical, 
physical,  microscopical,  and  technological  investigation  of 
foods,  feeds,  drugs,  plant  and  animal  products,  and  substances 
used  in  the  manufacture  thereof;  for  investigations  of  the 
physiological  effects  and  for  the  pharmacological  testing  of 
such  products  and  of  insecticides;  for  the  investigation  and 
development  of  methods  for  the  manufacture  of  sugars,  sugar 
sirups,  and  starches  and  the  utilization  of  new  agricultural 
materials  for  such  purposes ;  and  for  the  technological  investi¬ 
gation  of  the  utilization  of  fruits  and  vegetables  and  for 
frozen-pack  investigations ;  for  the  investigation  of  naval 
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stores  (turpentine  and  rosin)  and  their  components;  the 
investigation  and  experimental  demonstration  of  improved 
equipment,  methods,  or  process  of  preparing  naval  stores; 
and  the  weighing,  storing,  handling,  transportation,  and 
utilization  of  naval  stores ;  $589,050. 

Regional  research  laboratories:  For  continuing  the  re¬ 
searches  established  under  the  provisions  of  section  202  (a) 
to  202  (e) ,  inclusive,  of  title  II  of  the  Agricultural  Adjust¬ 
ment  Act  of  1938  (7  U.  S.  0.  1292),  including  research 
on  food  products  of  farm  commodities,  $5,000,000,  including 
not  to  exceed  $50,000  for  the  construction  of  a  hazardous 
operations  building  at  the  Eastern  Regional  Research  Lab¬ 
oratory  located  at  Wyndmoor,  Pennsylvania. 

Bureau  of  Human  Nutrition  and  Home  Economics 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses,  includ¬ 
ing  not  to  exceed  $311,765  for  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  for  conducting  investigations  of  the 
relative  utility  and  economy  of  agricultural  products  for 
food,  clothing,  and  other  uses  in  the  home,  with  special 
suggestions  of  plans  and  methods  for  the  more  effective 
utilization  of  such  products  for  these  purposes,  and  such 
economic  investigations,  including  housing  and  household 
buying,  as  have  for  their  purpose  the  improvement  of  the 
rural  home,  and  for  disseminating  useful  information  on 
this  subject,  $813,000. 
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CONTROL  OF  FOREST  PESTS 
For  expenses  necessary  for  carrying  out  operations, 
measures,  or  surveys  necessary  to  eradicate,  suppress,  con¬ 
trol,  or  to  prevent  or  retard  the  spread  of  insects  or  diseases 
which  endanger  forest  trees  on  any  lands  in  the  United 
States,  and  for  such  quarantine  measures  relating  thereto 
as  may  be  necessary  pursuant  to  the  Plant  Quarantine  Act 
of  August  20,  1912,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  151-167), 
including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and 
the  purchase  (not  to  exceed  two)  and  operation  and  main¬ 
tenance  of  airplanes,  as  follows: 

Gypsy  and  brown-tail  moths:  Gypsy  and  brown-tail 
moths,  pursuant  to  section  102  of  the  Act  of  September  21, 
1944  (7  U.  S.  C.  147a) ,  $603,600. 

Forest  Pest  Control  Act:  Forest  Pest  Control  Act 
(Public  Law  110,  approved  June  25,  1947),  $135,000. 

White  pine  blister  rust:  White  pine  blister  rust,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  the  Act  of  April  26,  1940  (16  U.  S.  C.  594a), 
$3,750,000,  of  which  amount  $582,000  shall  be  available 
to  the  Department  of  the  Interior  for  the  control  of  white 
pine  blister  rust  on  or  endangering  Federal  lands  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  that  Department  or  lands  of  Indian  tribes 
which  are  under  the  jurisdiction  of  or  retained  under  restric¬ 
tions  of  the  United  States;  $1,974,650  of  said  amount  to  the 
Forest  Service  for  the  control  of  white  pine  blister  rust  on 
or  endangering  lands  under  its  jurisdiction;  and  $1,193,350 
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of  said  amount  to  the  Bureau  of  Entomology  and  Plant 
Quarantine  for  leadership  and  general  coordination  of  the 
entire  program,  method  development,  and  for  operations 
conducted  under  its  direction  for  such  control,  including, 
but  not  confined  to,  the  control  of  white  pine  blister  rust  on 
or  endangering  State  and  privately  owned  lands. 

Dutch  elm  disease:  Dutch  elm  disease,  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  102  of  the  Act  of  September  21,  1944  (7  U.  S.  C. 
147a),  $51,800:  Provided,  That  in  the  discretion  of  the 
Secretary,  no  expenditures  from  this  appropriation  shall  be 
made  for  applying  methods  of  control  of  the  Dutch  elm  dis¬ 
ease  in  any  State  where  measures  for  the  removal  and  de¬ 
struction  of  trees  on  non-Eederal  lands  suffering  from  the 
Dutch  elm  disease  are  not  in  force,  provided  such  removal 
and  destruction  are  deemed  essential  or  appropriate  for  the 
carrying  on  of  the  control  program,  nor  until  a  sum  or  sums 
at  least  equal  to  such  expenditures  shall  have  been  appro¬ 
priated,  subscribed,  or  contributed  by  State,  county,  or  local 
authorities,  or  by  individuals,  or  by  organizations  concerned : 
Provided,  however,  That  expenditures  incurred  for  removal 
of  trees  infected  with  Dutch  elm  disease  from  non-Federal 
lands  shall  not  be  considered  a  part  of  such  appropriations, 
subscriptions,  or  contributions :  Provided  further,  That  no 
part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  expended  for  the  removal 
and  destruction  of  trees  infected  with  the  Dutch  elm  disease 
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except  where  such  trees  are  located  on  property  owned  or 
controlled  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  or  on 
property  included  within  local  experimental  control  areas. 

FOREST  SERVICE 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary,  including  not  to  exceed 
$1,097,582  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
not  to  exceed  $10,000  for  employment  pursuant  to  the 
second  sentence  of  section  706  (a)  of  the  Organic  Act  of 
1944  (5  U.  S.  C.  574),  as  amended  by  section  15  of  the 
Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  to  experiment 
and  make  investigations  and  report  on  forestry,  national  for¬ 
ests,  forest  fires,  and  lumbering,  but  no  part  of  this  appropria¬ 
tion  shall  be  used  for  any  experiment  or  test  made  outside  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  United  States;  to  advise  the  owners  of 
woodlands  as  to  the  proper  care  of  the  same;  to  investigate 
and  test  American  timber  and  timber  trees  and  their  uses, 
and  methods  for  the  preservative  treatment  of  timber;  to 
seek,  through  investigations  and  the  planting  of  native  and 
foreign  species,  suitable  trees  for  the  treeless  regions;  to 
erect  necessary  buildings:  Provided ,  That  the  cost  of  any 
building  purchased,  erected,  or  as  improved,  exclusive  of  the 
cost  of  constructing  a  water-supply  or  sanitary  system  and 
of  connecting  the  same  with  any  such  building,  and  exclusive 
of  the  cost  of  any  tower  upon  which  a  lookout  house  may 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 


36 


be  erected,  shall  not  exceed  $10,000,  with  the  exception 
that  any  building  erected,  purchased,  or  acquired,  the  cost 
of  which  was  $10,000  or  more,  may  be  improved  out  of  the 
appropriations  made  under  this  Act  for  the  Forest  Service 
by  an  amount  not  to  exceed  2  per  centum  of  the  cost  of  such 
building  as  certified  by  the  Secretary;  to  protect,  admin¬ 
ister,  and  improve  the  national  forests,  including  tree  planting 
and  other  measures  to  prevent  erosion,  drift,  surface  wash, 
soil  waste,  and  the  formation  of  floods,  and  to  conserve 
water;  to  ascertain  the  natural  conditions  upon  and  utilize 
the  national  forests,  to  transport  and  care  for  fish  and  game 
supplied  to  stock  the  national  forests  or  the  waters  therein; 
to  collate,  digest,  report,  and  illustrate  the  results  of  experi¬ 
ments  and  investigations  made  by  the  Forest  Service: 
Provided,  That  not  to  exceed  $50,000  of  the  appropriation 
for  “National  forest  protection  and  management”,  and  not 
to  exceed  $50,000  of  the  appropriation  for  “Forest  fire 
cooperation”  may  be  transferred  to  the  appropriation 
“Printing  and  binding,  Department  of  Agriculture”,  for  forest 
fire  prevention  posters  and  related  printed  material,  as 
follows : 

General  administrative  expenses:  For  general  admin¬ 
istration,  including  the  salary  of  the  Chief  Forester  at 
$10,000  per  annum,  and  for  expenses  of  the  National  Forest 
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1  Keservation  Commission  as  authorized  by  section  14  of  the 

2  Act  of  March  1,  1911  ( 16  U.  S.  C.  514) ,  $650,000. 

3  National  forest  protection  and  management:  For  the 

I  administration,  protection,  use,  maintenance,  improvement, 

5  and  development  of  the  national  forests,  including  the  estab- 

6  lishment  and  maintenance  of  forest  tree  nurseries,  including 
%  the  procurement  of  tree  seed  and  nursery  stock  by  purchase, 
8  production,  or  otherwise,  seeding  and  tree  planting  and 
3  the  care  of  plantations  and  young  growth ;  the  operation 

and  maintenance  of  aircraft  and  the  purchase  of  not  to  ex- 

11  ceed  four;  the  maintenance  of  roads  and  trails  and  the 

12  construction  and  maintenance  of  all  other  improvements 

13  necessary  for  the  proper  and  economical  administration, 

II  protection,  development,  and  use  of  the  national  forests, 
1^  including  experimental  areas  under  Forest  Service  admin- 
10  istration,  except  that  where,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Secretary, 
1^  direct  purchases  will  he  more  economical  than  construction, 
13  improvements  may  be  purchased;  the  construction  (not  to 

19  exceed  $10,000  for  any  one  structure),  equipment,  and 

20  maintenance  of  sanitary  and  recreational  facilities;  timber  cul- 

21  tural  operations;  development  and  application  of  fish  and 

22  game  management  plans;  propagation  and  transplanting  of 

23  plants  suitable  for  planting  on  semiarid  portions  of  the 
21  national  forests;  estimating  and  appraising  of  timber  and 
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other  resources  and  development  and  application  of  plans  for 
their  effective  management,  sale,  and  use;  examination, 
classification,  surveying,  and  appraisal  of  land  incident  to 
effecting  exchanges  authorized  by  law  and  of  lands  within 
the  boundaries  of  the  national  forests  that  may  he  opened 
to  homestead  settlement  and  entry  under  the  Act  of  June 
11,  1906,  and  the  Act  of  August  10,  1912  (16  U.  S.  C. 
506-509),  as  provided  by  the  Act  of  March  4,  1913  (16 
U.  S.  C.  512)  ;  investigation  and  establishment  of  water 
rights,  including  the  purchase  thereof  or  of  lands  or  interests 
in  lands  or  rights-of-way  for  use  and  protection  of  water 
rights  necessary  or  beneficial  in  connection  with  the  admin¬ 
istration  and  public  use  of  the  national  forests;  and  all 
expenses  necessary  for  the  use,  maintenance,  improvement, 
protection,  and  general  administration  of  the  national  forests, 
$24,639,175,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $25,000  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  the  purchase  of  one  nursery  site. 

Fighting  forest  fires:  For  fighting  and  preventing  forest 
fires  on  or  threatening  lands  under  Forest  Service  adminis¬ 
tration,  including  lands  under  contract  for  purchase  or  in 
process  of  condemnation  for  Forest  Service  purposes, 
$100,000,  which  amount  shall  also  be  available  for  meeting 
obligations  of  the  preceding  fiscal  year. 

Forest  research:  For  forest  research  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  sections  1,  2,  7,  8,  9,  and  10  of  the  Act 
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approved  May  22,  1928,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  581, 
581a,  581f-581i) ,  including  the  construction  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  improvements,  as  follows: 

Forest  and  range  management  investigations :  Fire, 
silvicultural,  watershed,  and  other  forest  investigations  and 
experiments  under  said  section  2,  as  amended,  and  investiga¬ 
tions  and  experiments  to  develop  improved  methods  of  man¬ 
agement  of  forest  and  other  ranges  under  section  7,  at  forest 
or  range  experiment  stations  or  elsewhere,  $2,750,000. 

Forest  products:  Experiments,  investigations,  and  tests 
of  forest  products  under  section  8,  at  the  Forest  Products 
Laboratory,  or  elsewhere,  $1,000,000. 

Forest  resources  investigations:  A  comprehensive  forest 
survey  under  section  9,  and  investigations  in  forest  economics 
under  section  10,  $750,000. 

FOREST-FIRE  COOPERATION 

For  cooperation  with  the  various  States  or  other  appro¬ 
priate  agencies  in  forest-fire  prevention  and  suppression  and 
the  protection  of  timbered  and  cut-over  lands  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  sections  1,  2,  and  3  of  the  Act 
approved  June  7,  1924,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  564- 
570),  $9,000,000,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $76,125  shall 
be  available  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

FARM  AND  OTHER  PRIVATE  FORESTRY  COOPERATION 

To  enable  the  Secretary  through  the  Forest  Service 
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to  advise  timberland  owners  and  associations,  wood-using 
industries  or  other  appropriate  agencies  in  the  application 
of  forest  management  principles  to  federally  owned  lands 
leased  to  States  and  to  private  forest  lands,  so  as  to  attain 
sustained-yield  management,  the  conservation  of  the  timber 
resources,  the  productivity  of  forest  lands,  and  the  stabiliza¬ 
tion  of  employment  and  economic  continuance  of  forest 
industries,  and  to  carry  into  effect,  through  such  agencies 
of  the  Department  as  he  may  designate,  the  provisions  of 
the  Cooperative  Farm  Forestry  Act,  approved  May  18, 
1937  (16  U.  S.  C.  568b),  (not  to  exceed  $660,034) 
and  the  provisions  of  sections  4  (not  to  exceed  $83,700) 
and  5  (not  to  exceed  $65,766)  of  the  Act  approved  June 
7,  1924  (16  U.  S.  C.  567-568),  and  Acts  supplementary 
thereto;  in  all,  not  to  exceed  $809,500,  of  which  not  to 
exceed  $54,636  may  he  expended  for  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia;  and  not  to  exceed  $30,000  for 
the  construction,  alteration,  or  purchase  of  necessary  build¬ 
ings,  and  other  improvements. 

ACQUISITION  OF  LANDS  FOR  NATIONAL  FORESTS 

Under  Weeks  Act:  For  the  acquisition  of  forest  lands 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Act  approved  March  1,  1911, 
as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  513-519,  521),  $500,000,  to 
he  available  only  for  payment  toward  the  purchase  price 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 


41 


of  any  lands  acquired,  including  the  cost  of  surveys  in 
connection  with  such  acquisition. 

Under  special  Acts:  For  the  acquisition  of  land  to  facili¬ 
tate  the  control  of  soil  erosion  and  flood  damage  originating 
within  the  exterior  boundaries  of  the  following  national 
forests,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  following 
Acts  authorizing  annual  appropriations  of  forest  receipts  for 
such  purposes,  and  in  not  to  exceed  the  following  amounts 
from  such  receipts:  Uinta  and  Wasatch  National  Forests, 
Utah,  Act  of  August  26,  1935  (Public  Law  337),  as 
amended,  $40,000;  Cache  National  Forest,  Utah,  Act  of 
May  11,  1938  (Public  Law  505),  as  amended,  $10,000; 
San  Bernardino  and  Cleveland  National  Forests,  Biverside 
County,  California,  Act  of  June  15,  1938  (Public  Law  634) , 
as  amended,  $22,000;  Nevada  and  Toiyabe  National  Forests, 
Nevada,  Act  of  June  25,  1938  (Public  Law  748),  as 
amended,  $10,000;  Angeles  National  Forest,  California,  Act 
of  June  11,  1940  (Public  Law  591),  $20,000;  Cleveland 
National  Forest,  San  Diego  County,  California,  Act  of  June 
11,  1940  (Public  Law  589),  $5,000;  Sequoia  National 
Forest,  California,  Act  of  June  17,  1940  (Public  Law  637) , 
$35,000;  in  all  $142,000. 

FOBEST  BOADS  AND  TBAILS 

For  expenses  necessary  for  carrying  out  the  provisions 
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of  section  23  of  the  Federal  Highway  Act  approved  Novem¬ 
ber  9,  1921,  as  amended  (23  U.  S.  C.  23,  23a),  and  for 
the  construction,  reconstruction,  and  maintenance  of  roads 
and  trails  on  experimental  areas  under  Forest  Service 
administration,  (1)  $9,750,000  for  forest  development 

roads  and  trails,  and  (2)  $5,000,000  for  forest  highways, 
which  sums  are  authorized  to  he  appropriated  by  the  Act  of 
December  20,  1944  (Public  Law  521),  in  all,  $14,750,000 
(including  not  to  exceed  $100,000  for  personal  services 
in  the  District  of  Columbia) ,  to  be  immediately  available 
and  to  remain  available  until  expended:  Provided,  That 
this  appropriation  shall  he  available  for  the  rental,  purchase, 
construction,  or  alteration  of  buildings  necessary  for  the 
storage  and  repair  of  equipment  and  supplies  used  for  road 
and  trail  construction  and  maintenance,  but  the  total  cost 
of  any  such  building  purchased,  altered,  or  constructed  under 
this  authorization  shall  not  exceed  $10,000,  with  the  excep¬ 
tion  that  any  building  erected,  purchased,  or  acquired,  the 
cost  of  which  was  $10,000  or  more,  may  be  improved  within 
any  fiscal  year  by  an  amount  not  to  exceed  2  per  centum 
of  the  cost  of  such  buildings  certified  by  the  Secretary. 

FLOOD  CONTROL 

Flood  control:  For  expenses  necessary,  in  accordance 
with  the  Flood  Control  Act,  approved  June  22,  1936 
(Public  Law  738,  Seventy-fourth  Congress),  as  amended 
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and  supplemented,  to  make  preliminary  examinations  and 
surveys,  and  to  perform  works  of  improvements,  $6,000,000, 
including  not  to  exceed  $135,000  for  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia,  to  be  immediately  available  and 
to  remain  available  until  expended,  with  which  shall  be 
merged  the  unexpended  balances  of  funds  heretofore  appro¬ 
priated  or  transferred  to  the  Department  for  flood-control 
purposes:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  such  funds  shall  be 
used  for  the  purchase  of  lands  in  the  Yazoo  and  Little 
Tallahatchie  watersheds  without  specific  approval  of  the 
county  board  of  supervisors  of  the  county  in  which  such  lands 
are  situated:  Provided  further,  That  hereafter  funds  appro¬ 
priated  for  the  Yazoo  and  Little  Tallahatchie  watersheds 
shall  be  available  for  work  projects  in  all  areas  up  to  that 
over  which  the  Department  of  the  Army  has  jurisdiction  and 
responsibility  or  to  carry  out  emergency  measures  author¬ 
ized  by  section  7  of  the  Act  of  June  28,  1938  (52  Stat. 
1225) ,  as  amended. 

SOIL  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 
Eor  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  approved  April  27,  1935  (16  U.  S.  C.  590a-590f) , 
which  provides  for  a  national  program  of  erosion  control 
and  soil  and  water  conservation,  including  not  to  exceed 
$856,750  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
furnishing  of  subsistence  to  employees,  operation  and  main- 
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tenance  of  aircraft,  and  the  purchase  and  erection  or  altera¬ 
tion  of  permanent  buildings:  Provided,  That  the  cost  of 
any  building  purchased,  erected,  or  as  improved,  exclusive 
of  the  cost  of  constructing  a  water  supply  or  sanitary  system 
and  connecting  the  same  with  any  such  building,  shall 
not  exceed  $2,500  except  where  buildings  are  acquired  in 
conjunction  with  land  being  purchased  for  other  purposes 
and  except  for  eight  buildings  to  be  constructed  at  a  cost 
not  to  exceed  $15,000  per  building:  Provided  further,  That 
no  money  appropriated  in  this  Act  shall  be  available  for 
the  construction  of  any  such  building  on  land  not  owned 
by  the  Government:  Provided  further,  That  in  the  State 
of  Missouri  where  the  State  has  established  a  central  State 
agency  authorized  to  enter  into  agreements  with  the  United 
States  or  any  of  its  agencies  on  policies  and  general  pro¬ 
grams  for  the  saving  of  its  soil  by  the  extension  of  Fed¬ 
eral  aid  to  any  soil  conservation  district  in  such  State, 
the  agreements  made  by  or  on  behalf  of  the  United  States 
with  any  such  soil  conservation  district  shall  have  the  prior 
approval  of  such  central  State  agency  before  they  shall 
become  effective  as  to  such  district,  as  follows : 

Soil  conservation  research:  For  research  and  investiga¬ 
tions  into  the  character,  cause,  extent,  history,  and  effects 
of  erosion,  soil  and  moisture  depletion  and  methods  of  soil 
and  water  conservation  (including  the  construction  and 
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1  hydrologic  phases  of  farm  irrigation  and  land  drainage,  and 

2  water  regulation  to  conserve  the  soil  and  reduce  fire  hazards 

3  in  the  Everglades  region  of  Florida,  except  that  expenditures 

4  for  all  work  in  the  Everglades  region  shall  be  limited  to  a 

5  sum  not  in  excess  of  funds  made  available  for  such  work  by 

6  the  State  of  Florida,  or  political  subdivisions  thereof)  ;  and 

7  for  construction,  operation,  and  maintenance  of  experimental 

8  watersheds,  stations,  laboratories,  plots,  and  installations, 

9  $1,048,000. 

10  Soil  conservation  operations:  For  carrying  out  preven- 

11  tive  measures  to  conserve  soil  and  water,  including  such 

12  special  measures  as  may  be  necessary  to  prevent  floods  and 

13  the  siltation  of  reservoirs,  and  including  the  improvement 

14  of  farm  irrigation  and  land  drainage,  the  establishment  and 

15  operation  of  conservation  nurseries,  the  making  of  conserva- 

16  tion  plans  and  surveys,  and  the  dissemination  of  information 

17  $44,000,000:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation 

18  may  be  expended  for  soil  and  water  conservation  operations 

19  in  demonstration  projects. 

20  LAND  UTILIZATION  AND  RETIREMENT  OF 

21  SUBMARGINAL  LAND 

22  For  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 

23  title  III  of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act,  approved 

24  July  22,  1937  (7  U.  S.  O.  1010-1012) ,  and  the  provisions 
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of  the  Act  approved  August  11,  1945  (Public  Law  179, 
Seventy-ninth  Congress),  including  not  to  exceed  $29,100 
for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  $1,000,000. 

PRODUCTION  AND  MARKETING 
ADMINISTRATION 

Conservation  and  Use  of  Agricultural  Land 

Resources 

For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry 
into  effect  the  provisions  of  sections  7  to  17,  inclusive,  of  the 
Soil  Conservation  and  Domestic  Allotment  Act,  approved 
February  29,  1936,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  590g-590q) , 
and  the  provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of 
1938,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  1281-1407)  (except  the 
provisions  of  sections  201,  202,  303,  381,  and  383  and 
the  provisions  of  titles  IV  and  V) ,  including  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  not  to  exceed  $6,000 
for  the  preparation  and  display  of  exhibits,  including  such 
displays  at  State,  interstate,  and  international  fairs  within 
the  United  States;  $150,000,000,  to  remain  available 
until  December  31,  1949,  for  compliance  with  pro¬ 
grams  under  said  provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Adjust¬ 
ment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  and  the  Act  of  February 
29,  1936,  as  amended,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
1948  programs  carried  out  during  the  period  July  1, 
1947,  to  December  31,  1948,  inclusive:  Provided,  That 
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not  to  exceed  $24,500,000  of  the  total  sum  provided 
under  this  head  shall  be  available  during  the  current 
fiscal  year,  for  salaries  and  other  administrative  expenses 
for  carrying  out  such  programs,  including  the  tobacco  and 
peanut-marketing  quota  programs,  the  cost  of  aerial  photo¬ 
graphs,  however,  not  to  be  charged  to  such  limitation;  but 
not  more  than  $7,000,000  shall  be  transferred  to  the  appro¬ 
priation  account,  “Administrative  expenses,  section  392,  Ag¬ 
ricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938”:  Provided  further,  That 
payments  to  claimants  hereunder  may  he  made  upon  the 
certificate  of  the  claimant,  which  certificate  shall  be  in  such 
form  as  the  Secretary  may  prescribe,  that  he  has  carried 
out  the  conservation  practice  or  practices  and  has 
complied  with  all  other  requirements  as  conditions  for 
such  payments  and  that  the  statements  and  informa¬ 
tion  contained  in  the  application  for  payment  are  cor¬ 
rect  and  true,  to  the  best  of  his  knowledge  and  belief, 
under  the  penalties  of  the  Act  of  March  4,  1909,  as  amended 
(18  U.  S.  C.  80)  :  Provided  further,  That  none  of  the 
funds  herein  appropriated  or  made  available  for  the 
functions  assigned  to  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Agency 
pursuant  to  the  Executive  Order  Numbered  9069,  of 
February  23,  1942,  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  salaries  or 
expenses  of  any  regional  information  employees  or  any 
State  or  county  information  employees,  but  this  shall  not 
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preclude  the  answering  of  inquiries  or  supplying  of  infor¬ 
mation  to  individual  fanners:  Provided  further,  That  such 
amount  shall  be  available  for  salaries  and  other  administra¬ 
tive  expenses  in  connection  with  the  formulation  and  ad¬ 
ministration  of  the  1949  programs  (amounting  to  $225,000,- 
000,  including  administration,  and  formulated  on  the  basis  of 
a  distribution  of  the  funds  available  for  payments  and  grants 
among  the  several  States  in  accordance  with  their  conserva¬ 
tion  needs  as  determined  by  the  Secretary :  Provided  further, 
That  the  proportion  allocated  to  any  State  shall  not  be  re¬ 
duced  more  than  15  per  centum  from  the  1946  distribution 
and  that  no  participant  shall  receive  more  than  $500)  of  soil¬ 
building  practices  and  soil-  and  water-conservation  practices, 
under  the  Act  of  February  29,  1936,  as  amended,  and  pro¬ 
grams  under  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended;  but  the  payments  or  grants  under  such  program 
shall  be  conditioned  upon  the  utilization  of  land  with  respect 
to  which  such  payments  or  grants  are  to  be  made,  in  con¬ 
formity  with  farming  practices  which  will  encourage  and 
provide  for  soil-building  and  soil-  and  water-conserving  prac¬ 
tices  in  the  most  practical  and  effective  manner  and  adapted 
to  conditions  in  the  several  States,  as  determined  and  ap¬ 
proved  b}^  the  State  committee  appointed  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  8  (b)  of  the  Soil  Conservation  and  Domestic  Allot¬ 
ment  Act,  as  amended  for  the  respective  States:  Provided 
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1  further,  That  the  Secretary  may,  in  his  discretion,  from 

2  time  to  time  transfer  to  the  General  Accounting  Office  such 

3  sums  as  may  he  necessary  to  pay  administrative  expenses 

4  of  said  Office  in  auditing  payments  under  this  item :  Provided 

5  further,  That  such  amounts  shall  be  available  for  the  pur- 

6  chase  of  seeds,  fertilizers,  lime,  trees,  or  any  other  farming 

7  materials,  or  any  soil-terracing  services,  and  making  grants 

8  thereof  to  agricultural  producers  to  aid  them  in  carrying 

9  out  farming  practices  approved  by  the  Secretary  under  pro- 

10  grams  provided  for  herein:  Provided  further,  That  the  Sec- 

11  retary  is  authorized  and  directed  to  make  payments  to 

12  farmers  who  complied  with  the  terms  and  conditions  of 

13  the  agricultural  conservation  programs,  formulated  pursuant 

14  to  sections  7  to  17,  inclusive,  of  the  Soil  Conservation 

15  and  Domestic  Allotment  Act,  as  amended,  if  the  Secre- 

10  tary  determines  that,  because  of  induction  into  the  armed 

17  forces  of  the  United  States,  such  farmers  failed  to  file,  or 

18  were  prevented  from  filing,  applications  for  payment  under 

19  any  such  program  during  the  period  the  applicable  appro- 
29  priation  for  such  program  was  available  for  obligation,  such 

21  payments  to  be  made  out  of  the  unobligated  balance  of  the 

22  appropriation,  “Conservation  and  use  of  agricultural  land 

28  resources”,  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture  Appropriation 
21  Act,  1946:  Provided  further,  That  an  application  for  pay- 

25  ment  on  the  prescribed  form  is  filed  by  any  such  farmer  (or 
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the  person  entitled  to  payment  in  case  of  death,  disappear¬ 
ance,  or  incompetency  of  the  farmer  under  regulations  issued 
pursuant  to  section  385  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act 
of  1938,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.,  1940  edition,  1385)  ) 
within  one  year  from  the  date  of  his  discharge  from  the 
armed  forces,  or  by  December  31,  1948,  whichever  is 
later:  And  provided  further,  That  no  part  of  any  funds  avail¬ 
able  to  the  Department,  or  any  bureau,  office,  corporation,  or 
other  agency  constituting  a  part  of  such  Department  shall  be 
used  in  the  current  fiscal  year  for  the  payment  of  salary  or 
travel  expenses  of  any  person  who  has  been  convicted  of 
violating  the  Act  entitled  “An  Act  to  prevent  pernicious 
political  activities”,  approved  August  2,  1939,  as  amended, 
or  who  has  been  found  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  6  of  the  Act  of  July  11,  1919  (18  U.  S.  0.  201) , 
to  have  violated  or  attempted  to  violate  such  section  which 
prohibits  the  use  of  Federal  appropriations  for  the  payment 
of  personal  services  or  other  expenses  designed  to  influence 
in  any  manner  a  Member  of  Congress  to  favor  or  oppose  any 
legislation  or  appropriation  by  Congress  except  upon  request 
of  any  Member  or  through  the  proper  official  channels. 

Sugar  Act 

To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  into  effect  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1948,  approved  August  8,  1947 
(Public  Law  388) ,  including  such  amount  as  is  required 
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to  complete  payments  under  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  1100-1183),  $72,000,000,  to  re¬ 
main  available  until  June  30,  1950:  Provided,  That  ex¬ 
penditures  (including  transfers)  from  this  appropriation  for 
other  than  payments  to  sugar  producers  shall  not  exceed 
$1,385,545. 

National  School  Lunch  Act 

To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
the  National  School  Lunch  Act  of  June  4,  1946  (Public 
Law  396),  there  is  hereby  made  available  $65,000,000  of 
the  funds  appropriated  for  the  fiscal  year  1949  by  section  32 
of  the  Act  approved  August  24,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  612  (c)  ) , 
such  amount  to  be  without  regard  to  the  25  per  centum 
limitation  contained  in  said  section  32,  and  to  be  exclusive 
of  funds  expended  in  accordance  with  the  last  sentence  of 
section  9  of  the  National  School  Lunch  Act:  Provided,  That 
no  part  of  such  funds  shall  be  used  for  nonfood  assistance 
under  section  5  of  said  Act. 

Marketing  Services 

For  expenses  necessary,  including  not  to  exceed 
$2,187,827  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
in  conducting  investigations,  experiments,  and  demonstrations, 
as  follows : 

Market  news  service:  For  collecting,  publishing,  and 
distributing,  by  telegraph,  mail,  or  otherwise,  timely  infor- 
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mation  on  the  market  supply  and  demand,  commercial 
movement,  location,  disposition,  quality,  condition,  and  mar¬ 
ket  prices  of  livestock,  meats,  fish,  and  animal  products, 
dairy  and  poultry  products  (including  broilers) ,  fruits  and 
vegetables,  peanuts  and  their  products,  grain,  hay,  feeds, 
cottonseed,  and  seeds,  and  other  agricultural  products, 
$1,667,250. 

Market  inspection  of  farm  products:  Eor  the  investi¬ 
gation  and  certification,  in  one  or  more  jurisdictions,  to 
shippers  and  other  interested  parties  of  the  class,  quality, 
and  condition  of  any  agricultural  commodity  or  food 
product,  whether  raw,  dried,  canned,  or  otherwise  processed, 
and  any  product  containing  an  agricultural  commodity 
or  derivative  thereof  when  offered  for  interstate  shipment 
or  when  received  at  such  important  central  markets  as 
the  Secretary  may  from  time  to  time  designate,  or  at 
points  which  may  be  conveniently  reached  therefrom  under 

9 

such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  including 
payment  of  such  fees  as  will  be  reasonable  and  as  nearly 
as  may  be  to  cover  the  cost  for  the  service  rendered, 
$712,000. 

Marketing  farm  products:  Eor  acquiring  and  diffusing 
among  the  people  of  the  United  States  useful  information 
relative  to  the  needed  supplies,  standardization,  classification, 
grading,  preparation  for  market,  handling,  transportation, 
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storage,  and  marketing  of  fann  and  food  products,  including 
the  demonstration  and  promotion  of  the  use  of  uniform 
standards  of  classification  of  American  farm  and  food  products 
throughout  the  world,  for  making  analyses  of  cotton  fiber 
as  provided  by  the  Act  of  April  7,  1941  (7  U.  S.  0.  473d) , 
for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  section  201  (a)  to  201 
(d),  inclusive,  of  title  II  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  of  1938  (7  U.  S.  0.  1291) ,  and  for  coordinating  nutri¬ 
tion  services  made  available  by  Federal,  State,  and  other 
agencies,  including  not  to  exceed  $10,000  for  employment 
pursuant  to  the  second  sentence  of  section  706  (a),  of  the 
Organic  Act  of  1944  (5  U.  S.  C.  541b),  as  amended  by 
section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a) , 
and  not  to  exceed  $20,000  for  transportation  and  other 
necessary  expenses  including  not  to  exceed  $10  per  diem 
of  persons  serving  without  compensation  while  away  from 
their  homes  or  regular  places  of  business ;  printing  and  bind¬ 
ing;  and  not  to  exceed  $150  for  newspapers,  $1,084,500: 
Provided,  That  the  Secretary  may  make  available  to  any 
bureau,  office,  or  agency  of  the  Department  such  amounts 
from  this  appropriation  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the 
functions  for  which  this  appropriation  is  made,  and  any  such 
amounts  shall  be  in  addition  to  amounts  transferred  or 
otherwise  made  available  to  appropriation  items  in  this  Act. 

Tobacco  Acts:  To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of 
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the  Act  to  establish  and  promote  the  use  of  standards  of 
classification  for  tobacco,  to  provide  and  maintain  an  official 
tobacco-inspection  service,  approved  August  23,  1935  (7 
U.  S.  C.  51 1-51  lq),  the  Act  to  provide  for  the  collection 
and  publication  of  statistics  of  tobacco  by  the  Department, 
approved  January  14,  1929  (7  U.  S.  C.  501-508),  as 
amended,  and  the  Act  to  prohibit  the  exportation  of  tobacco 
seed  and  plants,  approved  June  5,  1940  (7  U.  S.  O.  516) , 
$1,552,000. 

Cotton  Statistics,  Classing,  Standards  and  Futures  Acts: 
To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Act  authorizing 
the  Secretary  to  collect  and  publish  statistics  of  the  grade 
and  staple  length  of  cotton,  approved  March  3,  1927,  as 
amended  by  the  Act  of  April  13,  1937  (7  U.  S.  C.  471- 
476) ,  and  to  perform  the  duties  imposed  upon  him  by  chap¬ 
ter  14  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  relating  to  cotton 
futures  (26  TJ.  S.  C.  1920-1935),  and  to  carry  into  effect 
the  provisions  of  the  United  States  Cotton  Standards  Act, 
approved  March  4,  1923,  as  amended  (7  IT.  S.  C.  51-65), 
$1,399,000. 

Marketing  regulatory  acts:  For  expenses  necessary  to 
carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Perishable  Agricultural 
Commodities  Act,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  499a-499r) ,  the 
Act  to  prevent  the  destruction  or  dumping  of  farm  produce 
(7  U.  S.  C.  491-497),  the  Act  to  provide  standards  for 
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baskets  and  containers  for  fruits  and  vegetables,  as  amended 
( 15  U.  S.  0.  251-256) ,  the  Act  to  fix  standards  for  hampers, 
round  stave  baskets,  and  splint  baskets  for  fruits  and  vege¬ 
tables  (15  U.  S.  0.  257-257i) ,  the  Act  to  provide  export 
standards  for  apples  and  pears  (7  U.  S.  C.  581-589),  the 
United  States  Grain  Standards  Act  (7  U.  S.  0.  71-87), 
the  United  States  Warehouse  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  241-273), 
the  Federal  Seed  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  1551-1610) ,  the  Packers 
and  Stockyards  Act,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  181-229), 
the  Naval  Stores  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  91-99) ,  and  the  Federal 
Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act  of  June  25, 
1947  (Public  Law  104) ,  $3,178,350. 

COMMODITY  EXCHANGE  AUTHORITY 
Commodity  Exchange  Act:  To  enable  the  Secretary  to 
carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Commodity  Exchange 
Act,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  l-17a),  including  not  to 
exceed  $153,000  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  $530,000. 

FARMERS’  HOME  ADMINISTRATION 
For  expenses  necessary,  including  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia,  to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions 
of  titles  I,  II,  and  the  related  provisions  of  title  IV  of  the 
Bankhead- Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  1000-1029) , 
as  amended,  the  Farmers’  Home  Administration  Act  of  1946 
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(Public  Law  731),  approved  August  14,  1946,  and  Public 
Law  563,  approved  July  30,  1946,  as  follows: 

Loans:  Title  I  and  section  43  (including  payments  in 
lieu  of  taxes  and  taxes  under  section  50) ,  $15,000,000;  title 
II,  $60,000,000. 

Salaries  and  expenses:  Por  the  making  and  servicing  of 
new  loans,  insuring  mortgages,  the  servicing  and  collecting 
of  loans  made  under  prior  authority,  and  the  liquidation  of 
assets  transferred  to  Farmers’  Home  Administration  pursuant 
to  the  Parmers’  Home  Administration  Act  of  1946, 
$22,000,000,  together  with  a  transfer  to  this  appropriation 
item  of  not  to  exceed  $120,000  of  the  fees  and  administra¬ 
tive  expense  charges  made  available  by  subsections  (d)  and 

_  • 

(e)  of  section  12  of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Parm  Tenant  Act, 
as  amended. 

WATER  FACILITIES,  ARID  AND  SEMIARID 

AREAS 

To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Act  to  promote 
conservation  in  the  arid  and  semiarid  areas  of  the  United 
States  by  aiding  in  the  development  of  facilities  for  water 
storage  and  utilization,  approved  August  28,  1937,  as 
amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  590r-590x,  590z-5) ,  $1,750,000,  of 
which  not  to  exceed  $11,000  may  be  expended  for  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 
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RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION  ADMINISTRATION 

To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Rural  Electri¬ 
fication  Act  of  1936,  approved  May  20,  1936,  as  amended 
(7  U.  S.  C.  901-915,  as  amended  by  the  Act  of  July  30, 
1947  (Public  Law  266)  ) ,  as  follows: 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  administrative  expenses, 
including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  not 
to  exceed  $500  for  newspapers;  and  not  to  exceed  $500  for 
financial  and  credit  reports ;  $5,000,000. 

Loans:  For  loans  in  accordance  with  sections  3,  4,  and  5 
of  said  Act,  and  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  section  7 
thereof,  $400,000,000,  to  be  borrowed  from  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section 
3  (a)  of  said  Act. 

GENERAL  PROVISIONS— DEPARTMENT  OF 

AGRICULTURE 

Sec.  2.  No  funds  appropriated  or  made  available  under 
this  title  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  compensation  or  expenses 
of  any  officer  or  employee  of  the  Department  or  any  bureau, 
office,  agency,  or  service  of  the  Department,  or  any  corpora¬ 
tion,  institution,  or  association  supervised  thereby,  who  makes 
or  approves,  or  directs  or  authorizes  the  approval  of,  any 
loan  or  advance  by  the  Regional  Agricultural  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration  of  Washington,  District  of  Columbia,  unless  such 
loan  or  advance  (1)  is  for  the  purpose  of  protecting  the 
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security  for  or  assisting  in  the  collection  of  a  loan  or  advance 
theretofore  made  by  the  Corporation,  or  (2)  is  for  use  in  and 
confined  to  a  specific  area  or  region  in  which  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  shall  have  found  that  such  loans  for  specified 
agricultural  purposes  and  for  limited  time  periods  are  neces¬ 
sary  because  of  economic  emergencies  or  production  disasters. 
All  loans  and  advances  made  pursuant  to  this  section  will 
carry  the  full  personal  liability  of  the  borrower,  shall  be 
secured  by  crops  or  livestock  and  such  additional  collateral 
as  is  deemed  necessary  to  afford  reasonable  assurance  of 
repayment,  and  will  be  accompanied  by  a  certificate  of  refusal 
of  the  loan  or  advance  bv  a  local  bank  or  the  nroduction 

«/  -A- 

credit  association  serving  the  area. 

Sec.  3.  Within  the  unit  limit  of  cost  fixed  by  law  the 
lump-sum  appropriations  made  for  the  Department  under 
this  title  shall  be  available  for  the  purchase  of  passenger 
motor  vehicles,  and  for  the  hire  of  such  vehicles,  necessarv 
in  the  conduct  of  the  work  of  the  Department  outside  the 
District  of  Columbia,  but  the  number  of  such  vehicles  pur¬ 
chased  or  otherwise  acquired  for  all  the  activities  of  the 
Department  for  which  appropriations  are  made  under  such 
title  shall  not  exceed  the  total  number  indicated  for  purchase 
by  the  Department  under  the  statements  of  proposed  expendi¬ 
tures  for  purchase  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles  in 
the  Budget. 
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Sec.  4.  Provisions  of  law  prohibiting  or  restricting  the 
employment  of  aliens  shall  not  apply  to  (1)  the  temporary 
employment  of  translators  when  competent  citizen  translators 
are  not  available;  (2)  employment  in  cases  of  emergency 
of  persons  in  the  field  service  of  the  Department  for  periods 
of  not  more  than  sixty  days;  and  (3)  employment  under 
the  appropriation  for  the  Office  of  Foreign  Agricultural 
Relations. 

Sec.  5.  Appropriations  made  in  this  title  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  health  service  programs  as  authorized  by  law  (5 

U.  S.  0.  150). 

Sec.  6.  Appropriations  and  other  funds  available  to  the 
Department  during  the  current  fiscal  year  (except  those 
appropriated  or  authorized  in  title  II  of  this  Act  for  such 
fiscal  year)  shall  be  available  for  the  payment  of  claims  pur- 
suant  to  section  403  of  the  Federal  Tort  Claims  Act  (28 
U.  S.  C.  921). 

Sec.  7.  No  part  of  any  appropriation  contained  in  this 
title  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  salary  or  wages  of  any  person 
who  engages  in  a  strike  against  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  or  who  is  a  member  of  an  organization  of  Government 
employees  that  asserts  the  right  to  strike  against  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  United  States,  or  who  advocates,  or  is  a  member 
of  an  organization  that  advocates,  the  overthrow  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  by  force  or  violence:  Pro- 
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vided,  That  for  the  purposes  hereof  an  affidavit  shall  he  con¬ 
sidered  prima  facie  evidence  that  the  person  making  the 
affidavit  has  not  contrary  to  the  provisions  of  this  section 
engaged  in  a  strike  against  the  Government  of  the  United 
States,  is  not  a  member  of  an  organization  of  Government 
employees  that  asserts  the  right  to  strike  against  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  United  States,  or  that  such  person  does  not  ad¬ 
vocate,  and  is  not  a  member  of  an  organization  that  advocates, 
the  overthrow  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  by 
force  or  violence :  Provided  further,  That  such  administrative 
or  supervisory  employees  of  the  Department  as  may  be  desig¬ 
nated  for  the  purpose  by  the  Secretary  are  hereby  authorized 
to  administer  the  oaths  to  persons  making  affidavits  required 

m 

by  this  section,  and  they  shall  charge  no  fee  for  so  doing: 
Provided  further,  That  any  person  who  engages  in  a  strike 
against  the  Government  of  the  United  States  or  who  is  a 
member  of  an  organization  of  Government  employees  that 
asserts  the  right  to  strike  against  the  Government  of  the 
United  States,  or  who  advocates,  or  who  is  a  member  of  an 
organization  that  advocates,  the  overthrow  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  United  States  by  force  or  violence  and  accepts 
employment  the  salary  or  wages  for  which  are  paid  from 

any  appropriation  contained  in  this  title  shall  be  guilty  of  a 

% 

felony  and,  upon  conviction,  shall  be  fined  not  more  than 
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$1,000  or  imprisoned  for  not  more  than  one  year,  or  both: 
Provided  further,  That  the  above  penalty  clause  shall  be  in 
addition  to,  and  not  in  substitution  for,  any  other  provisions 
of  existing  law:  Provided  further,  That  nothing  in  this  sec¬ 
tion  shall  be  construed  to  require  an  affidavit  from  any  person 
employed  for  less  than  sixty  days  for  sudden  emergency  work 

involving  the  loss  of  human  life  or  destruction  of  property, 

* 

and  payment  of  salary  or  wages  may  be  made  to  such  persons 
from  applicable  appropriations  for  services  rendered  in  such 
emergency  without  execution  of  the  affidavit  contemplated  by 
this  section. 

Sec.  8.  Limitations  on  amounts  to  he  expended  for  per¬ 
sonal  services  under  appropriations  in  this  Act  shall  not 
apply  to  lump-sum  leave  payments  pursuant  to  the  Act  of 
December  21,  1944  (5  U.  S.  O.  61b— e ) . 

Sec.  9.  This  Act  may  be  cited  as  the  “Department  of 
Agriculture  Appropriation  Act,  1949”. 

TITLE  II— GOVERNMENT  CORPORATIONS 
Sec.  201.  The  following  sums  are  appropriated,  out 
of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated, 
for  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation  for  the  current 
fiscal  year,  namely: 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  FEDERAL  CROP  INSURANCE  ACT 

Operating  expenses:  Eor  operating  and  administrative 
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expenses,  $3,725,000,  including  not  to  exceed  $700  for 
newspapers. 

Sec.  202.  The  following  corporations  are  hereby  author¬ 
ized  to  make  such  expenditures,  within  the  limits  of  funds 
and  borrowing  authority  available  to  each  such  corporation 
and  in  accord  with  law,  and  to  make  such  contracts  and  com¬ 
mitments  without  regard  to  fiscal  year  limitations  as  pro¬ 
vided  by  section  104  of  the  Government  Corporation  Control 
Act,  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the  programs  set 
forth  in  the  budget  for  the  current  fiscal  year  for  each  such 
corporation,  except  as  hereinafter  provided: 

ADMINISTRATIVE  EXPENSES,  COMMODITY  CREDIT 

CORPORATION 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation:  Nothing  in  this  Act 
shall  be  so  construed  as  to  prevent  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  from  carrying  out  any  activity  or  any  program 
authorized  by  law:  Provided,  That  not  to  exceed 
$7,575,000  shall  he  available  for  administrative  expenses 

of  the  Corporation,  including  not  to  exceed  $400  for 

/ 

periodicals,  maps,  and  newspapers:  Provided  further, 
That  all  necessary  expenses  (including  legal  and  special 
services  performed  on  a  contract  or  fee  basis,  hut  not 
including  other  personal  services)  in  connection  with 
the  acquision,  operation,  maintenance,  improvement,  or 
disposition  of  any  real  or  personal  property  belonging 
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1  to  the  Corporation  or  in  which  it  has  an  interest,  includ- 

2  ing  expenses  of  collections  of  pledged  collateral,  shall  be 

3  considered  as  nonadministrative  expenses  for  the  purposes 

4  hereof. 

5  Sec.  203.  The  authorities,  restrictions,  and  prohibitions 

6  specified  under  the  head  “General  provisions”  in  the  Govern- 

7  ment  Corporations  Appropriations  Act,  1949,  shall  be  ap- 

8  plicable  to  title  II  of  this  Act. 
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HIGHLIGHTS:  House  debated  agricultural  appropriation  bill;  to  be  read  for  amendment 
today*  Both  Houses  heard  President’s  message  on  EBP  and  military  service.  House 
subcommittee  to  bo  appointed  to  study  oleomargarine  taxes.  House  committee  agreed 
to  hep  or  t  bill  to  permit  crop— insurance  payments  >here  loss  didn*t  occur  in  field* 


HOUSE 

•  «  *• 

1,  AGRICULTURAL  APPROPRLAT ION-  BELL*  Began  and  completed  general  debate  on  this  bill 
II.  R.  5S83  (pp*  3095-116).  The  bill  is  to  be  read  for  amendment ,  beginning  to¬ 
day*  Rep.  Dirksen,  during  his  opening  speech,  discussed  the  importance  and  de¬ 
velopment  of  agriculture,  recommended  passage  of  his  f er till zer-labo rot ory  bill, 
suggested  income-tax  deductions  for  soil-conservation  practices  as  a  substitute 
for  AGP,  expressed  a  hope  that  thd  Agriculture  Committee  will  agree  on  a  bill -to 
consolidate  soil-conservation  activities,  commended  the  provision  in  tho  appro¬ 
priation  bill  which  authorizes  the  Secretary  to  employ  up  to  10  people  above  the 
Classification  Act  level,  stated  that  nyou  scarcely  hear  this  question  of 
loyalty” .in  connection  with  USDA  people,  spoke  in  favor  of  continuing  the  re¬ 
quirement  that  packers  pay  for  meat  inspection  and  quoted  Dr*  Miller  regarding 
this,  indicated  disagreement  with  the  activities  of  the  National  Agricultural 
Limestone  Association  in  trying  to  get  more  AGP  funds,  and  commended  various 
programs  of  the  Department,  including  research  particularly  (pp*  3095~10l)* 
During  the  discussion  of  meat  inspection,  Rep*  Gillie  (author  of  a  bill  to  re¬ 
quire  Federal  financing  of  the  program  again)  stated  that  he  was  against  the 
new  arrangement  because  na  packing  plant  hires  their  own  inspectors",  and  Reps. 
Dirksen  and  Phillies,  Calif.,  denied  this;  then  Rep.  Dirksen  inserted  a  letter 
from  Dr.  Simms  describing  the'  manner  in  which  the  program  is  now  administered 
(p.  3100). 

Rep.  Cannon  said  there  is  again  danger  of  surpluses,  urged  continued 
price  supports  and  criticized  efforts  to  reduce  the  percentage  of  parity  in 
connection  with  that  program,  objected  to  the  provision  in  the  ERP  bill  '• 
canceling  a  Sec*  3R-"i’'unAs  rescission  as  being  in  effect  an  appropriation 
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I 


originating  in  the  Senate,  si^okc  against  efforts  to,  repeal  the  tax  exemptions 
for  farmer  co  oner  at  ives,  commended  research,  and'  expressed  a  hope  that  any 
activities  of  the  Limestone  Association  will  not  he  "made  the  occasion  of  re- 
■Dealing"  A  CP  hut  that  the  program  will  he.  consi  dered  on  its  merits  (up*  3101-4), 
Pep.  Crosser,  Ohio,  recommended  increased  taxes  on  idle  land  as  a  means  of 
encouraging  farm  development  (pp.  3104~7)» 

Pen.  Whitten,  Miss.,  discussed  the  importance  of  soil  conservation  and 
commended  ACP,  REA,  See*  3 2,  SCS,  FHA,  and  Extens ion  (pp«  3l07~ll) • 

Rep.  Horan,  Wash#,  commended  REA,  forestry,  and  so  il-conservation  programs 

(pp*  3.111-12).  .  ...  . . - , 

Pep..  Hays,  .Ark.,  commended  the  .FHA  program  and  said  this  agency  has  passed' 

through,  .a  transition  into  mope  efficiency  , (.pp ■».  3H2-l4).  , . . 

.Peps#.,  Murdock,  Ariz„,  arid,  Phillips .Calif . ,  discussed  iJhe  .danger,  of  some 

of  the  new  .insecticides  (p.  3.1.15)  . .  '  •;*  . . 

Pen...  Harvey,  Ind.»  commended  .APA,  Extension,  For'est  ffor.v.ice,.  .and  FHA  (p, 

3115)-.'..  •  ’’  . .  •  ,  . 


PRESIDENT’S  MESSAGE.  Both  Haus.es.net  in  joint  session  and  heard  the  President  j 
recommend  early.  passage'  of  the  .European  . recovery  p'rogram.,-  a  universal  military 
training  program,  and  temporary  selective  service  legislation  (pp.  30S3— 5v« 
message  will  he  printed  as  ^.Doc.  5^9. 


4. 


6. 


CROP  INSURANCE.  The  "Dally  Digest"  states  that  the  Agriculture  Committee  agreed 
to  repSrt,  hut  did.net  actually  reports  H.R.  5564,  to  amend  the  Floral  Crop 
InsuroncOvAct  so  as  to  remit,  payment  on  cron  loss  .that  does  not' occur  in  the 
field  (np.  D252-3)? 

OLEOMARGARINE  TAXJ3S.  The  "Daily  Digest"  states  that  the  Agriculture  Committee-, 
agreed  to  appoint  a'dgub committee  .  to  study  oleomargarine,  raxes  and  report  to  the 
full  committee  by  be.  31,  1943  (p.  D252) , 

IRRIGATION  RESEARCH.  Th^" Daily  Digest"  states  tMat  the  Agriculture  Committee 
agreed  .to  report,  hut  didN^ot  actually  report,  'H.J. Res'.’  '354,  providing  for  the 
disposition  of  the  irrigating  experiment  station  at  Bdrd,  .Calif,,  and  the. es¬ 
tablishment  in  lieu  thereof,  o\a  similar  station  at  or  near  Brawley,  Calif,  (n. 

D253)  ’  ^  ’  '  '  * 

EXECUTIVE  INFORMATION.  The  "Daily  .Tj&fcqst "  states  that  the  Expenditures  .in.  the 
Executive  departments  Committee  jroted  37  to  6,  with  5  n-emhers  reserving  'their 
rights  to  offer  amendments  -or .  a^rpo se  the Soi  11  on-thc  floor,  to  report"  with  *•■ 
amendments  iI.J.»H©s,  342,  .directing  all  exeK^tive  departments  and  agencies  of 
the  Government  to  make  ava^tfahle  to  any  and  aiU.  standing,  special,  or  select 
committees  of  the  Congr^fs,.  information  which  mfiqy  he  deemed  necessary  to  enable 
them  to  perform  prop .e^y  the  duties  delegated  to\(ien  by  the  CongressCp.  D253.) . 

FOREIGN  AID.  The  JJ^iily  Digest"  states  that  the  Foreign  Affairs  Committee  "an¬ 
nounced  amprovajr  of  the  European  recovery  program  •sectiNn  of'  the  combined  hill' 
authorizing  billions  for  the  first  year;  $1  billion  0^ which  is  to  he  pro¬ 

vided  in  th^  form  of  loans  from  the  Export- Import  Bank"  (p/SD253-). 


g.  FEDERri 


d  HIGHWAY  ACT,  The-  "daily  Digest"  states  .  that  the  Pub^c  Works  Com--  ' 
nittp£  adopted  several  amendments  to  H.R.  5g4l,  the  proposed  FedeflsA  A'id  HighJ' 
\rr.y  Act  of  1943,  and  "instruc.tod  the  chairman  of  -the- -Subcommittee  erfSRpads  to 
utrD2^4)  n  C^er'”n  embodying  the  amendments,  and.  prepare  .a  repp  rtXjher  eon.. 

■Ax  R  UT  ILIZXTIOiT;  PROPAGANDA.  Rep  .Poulson,  Calif-.,  criticized  .the  InterioK.  De¬ 
partment  for  activities  in  connection  with  the  determination  of  the  use  of  the 
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SPECIAL  COMMITTEE  TO  INVESTIGATE 
CAMPAIGN  EXPENDITURES 

The  SPEAKER.  Pursuant  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  House  Resolution  461,  Eight¬ 
ieth  >  Congress,  the  Chair  appoints  as 
members  of  the  Special  Committee  to 
Investigate  Campaign  Expenditures  the 
following  Members  of  the  House:  Mr. 
RizleY,  of  Oklahoma;  Mr.  Fellows,  of 
Maine;,  Mr.  Harness,  of  Indiana;  Mr. 
Harris,  of  Arkansas;  Mr.  Fogarty,  of 
Rhode  Inland. 

ADMISSION  INTO  THE  UNITED  STATES  OF 


ALIEN  FIANCEES  OR  FIANCES 

Mr.  FELLOWS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker’s  table  the  bill  H.  R.  4838,  an 
act  to  extend  the  period  of  validity  of 
the  act  to  facilitate  the  admission  into 
the  United  States  of  the  alien  fiancees 
or  fiances  of  numbers  of  the  armed  forces 
of  the  United  States,  with  (Senate  amend¬ 
ments  thereto,  and  agree  to  the  Senate 
amendments.  ! 

The  Clerk  re&d  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  refed  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ments,  as  followi : 

After  line  6  insert: 

"Sec.  2.  Clause  (ft)  of  the  proviso  of  the 
first  section  of  the  act  approved  June  29, 
1946  (60  Stat.  339),  is  hereby  repealed.” 

Line  7,  strike  out  "S”  and  insert  “3.” 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gerttleman  from  Maine 
[Mr.  Fellows]? 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Mr.  fepeaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  and  I  shall  not  ob¬ 
ject,  I  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  fact  that  by  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ment  in  which  it  is  gratifying  to  note  that 
the  subcommittee  of  the  Judiciary  Com¬ 
mittee  of  which  the  gentleman  from 
Maine  [Mr.  Fellows]  is  the  chairman, 
has  now  concurred,  all  fiancees  are  put 
on  an  equal  basis,  and  frauleins  no  long¬ 
er  will  get  a  general  visa,  which  they 
have  been  getting,  but  will  also  come  here 
under  a  temporary  90-day  permit,  and 
if  they  do  not  marry  they  Will  be  sent 
back.  This  closes  an  important  loop¬ 
hole  for  exploitation  of  the  fiancees  act 
to  which  I  drew  attention,  and  sought 
to  amend  when  the  bill  was  before  us  on 
the  Consent  Calendar.  I  then  pointed 
out  fhe  unfairness  of  letting  frauleins 
who  came  here  ostensibly  as  fiancees  and 
did  not  marry,  remain  as  quota  immi¬ 
grants,  getting  a  preference  even  over 
mfeny  DP’s  and  persecutees.  This  loop¬ 
hole,  is  now  closed. 

■  I  withdraw  my  reservation  of  objec¬ 
tion. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
I  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Maine 
[Mr.  Fellows]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendments  were  agreed 
to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 

the  table. _ - _ ■ 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE  APPRO¬ 
PRIATION  BILL,  FISCAL  YEAR  1949 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  the 
interest  of  passing  on  to  things  a  little 
more  bucolic,  I  move  that  the  House  re¬ 
solve  itself  into  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  the  State  of  Union  for 
the  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  5883) 


making  appropriations  for  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  exclusive  of  the 
Farm  Credit  Administration,  for  the  fis¬ 
cal  year  ending  June  30,  1949,  and  for 
other  purposes.  Pending  that  motion, 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  suggest  to  the  minority 
member  of  the  subcommittee,  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Cannon]  that 
general  debate  shall  continue  through 
the  rest  of  the  day,  the  time  to  be  equally 
divided. 

Mr.  CANNON.  That  will  be  entirely 
satisfactory,  Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Il¬ 
linois  [Mr.  Dirksen]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Il¬ 
linois  [Mr.  Dirksen], 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  bill  H.  R.  5883,  with 
Mr.  Hinshaw  in  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

By  unanimous  consent,  the  first  read¬ 
ing  of  the  bill  was  dispensed  with. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
yield  myself  20  minutes. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  not  insensible  to 
the  fact  that  the  consideration  of  a  bill 
making  appropriations  for  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  comes  as  something 
of  an  anticlimax  after  the  statement  of 
the  President  of  the  United  States.  It 
is  a  very  considerable  departure  from 
the  spirit  that  seemed  to  permeate  this 
Chamber  when  the  Chief  Executive  was 
speaking  with  what  I  thought  was  a  very 
considerable  forthrightness,  in  putting 
the  finger  of  accusation  where  it  be¬ 
longed,  and  reminding  us  of  our  respon¬ 
sibility.  However,  that  is  not  the  mat¬ 
ter  under  discussion  today  and  I  hope 
to  address  myself  to  it  at  some  future 
time.  The  Subcommittee  on  Agricul¬ 
ture  enjoyed  the  greatest  felicity  as  it 
labored  for  weeks  in  the  consideration 
of  this  bill  which  involves  many  hun¬ 
dreds  of  millions  of  dollars  for  the  bene¬ 
fit  of  American  agriculture. 

At  this  point  I  want  to  pay  testimony 
to  the  members  of  the  subcommittee. 
The  party  line  is  never  drawn  in  that 
committee.  There  is  the  utmost  felicity 
in  the  consideration  of  the  hundreds, 
yes,  thousands  of  items  here  involved. 
While  there  was  some  disagreement  be¬ 
tween  some  members  of  the  committee 
on  certain  items,  yet  in  the  main  I  think 
the  bill  represents  our  unanimous 
opinion. 

I  felt  that  perhaps  on  this  occasion 
I  might  make  just  a  remark  or  two  about 
agriculture  in  general,  because  it  be¬ 
comes  necessary  for  the  Congress  to  look 
down  the  road  a  little  as  we  spell  out  our 
legislative  responsibilities  to  those  mil¬ 
lions  of  people  who  till  the  soil  and  who 
provide  not  only  for  us  but  who  provide 
for  nearly  the  whole  wide  world.  It  is 
not  so  many  years  ago,  as  time  is  reck¬ 
oned,  that  America  was  90  percent  ag¬ 
ricultural.  Back  in  the  days  of  Daniel 
Webster  nearly  everybody  could  be 
counted,  with  few  exceptions,  either 
among  our  farm  or  our  rural  population 
because  we  had  no  metropolitan  centers. 


and  even  a  few  decades  ago  this  was  very 
genuinely  an  agricultural  country. 
Farming  was  one  of  those  things  where 
a  man  moved  out  on  the  land  with  such 
crude  tools  and  implements  as  were 
available.  He  scratched  the  soil.  He 
put  in  such  seed  as  he  could  find.  He 
brought  to  it  a  great  spirit  of  resigna¬ 
tion  as  he  followed  his  conflict  with 
drought  and  insects  and  bugs  and  all 
those  things  that  destroy  the  harvest. 
He  took  such  crop  as  there  was,  utilized 
a  portion  of  it  for  his  own  needs,  bar¬ 
tered  some  of  it  for  clothing  and  chew¬ 
ing  tobacco  and  those  other  delights  of 
civilization  and  carried  on  in  a  very  sim¬ 
ple  and  elementary  fashion.  If  he 
found  that  the  farm  did  not  produce 
or  that  the  soil  had  lost  its  fertility  and 
was  depleted,  it  was  so  easy  to  move  be¬ 
cause  farm  land  was  available. 

I  said  to  the  full  committee  the  other 
day  that  I  encountered  a  statement  made 
in  the  administration  of  Martin  Van 
Buren  that  in  the  opinion  of  the  experts 
of  that  day  we  had  enough  available 
arable  domain  to  last  us  for  all  purposes 
for  500  years.  It  took  perhaps  less  than 
50  years  to  disprove  that  statement,  be¬ 
cause  within  50  years  after  it  was  made, 
the  frontier  was  closed,  the  frontier  was 
simply  pushed  into  the  Pacific  Ocean, 
and  that  was  the  end.  Then  came  a 
rather  interesting  development  in  the 
country.  It  is  what  I  call  the  product  of 
of  two  forces  that  account  for  the  kind  of 
economic  development  we  have.  In  those 
early  days  most  folks  were  scattered 
somewhere  east  of  the  Allegheny  Moun¬ 
tains.  Then  some  strange  force  came 
along,  a  centrifugal  force,  the  force  that 
spews  things  away  from  the  center,  and 
scattered  them  over  the  whole  country, 
that  enlarged  our  frontiers  even  to  the 
western  ocean.  Then  began  the  oppo¬ 
site  of  that  force,  a  centripetal  force, 
which  picks  things  up  from  the  periphery 
and  draws  them  to  the  center.  It  is  that ' 
force  that  accounts  for  our  metropolitan 
centers  like  San  Francisco,  New  York, 
Chicago,  Pittsburgh,  Philadelphia,  and 
all  the  rest.  So  out  of  these  forces,  of 
course,  we  find  the  great  segment  of  peo¬ 
ple  working  with  their  hands  and  their 
brains  living  in  the  cities,  and  elsewhere 
that  segment  tilling  the  land  that  the 
rest  of  us  may  live. 

In  those  early  days,  of  course,  it  was  a 
very,  very  simple  business.  A  farmer  did 
not  have  to  worry  about  prices;  he  had 
no  concern  about  transportation  par¬ 
ticularly;  he  had  no  anxiety  about  com¬ 
petition.  All  those  factors  scarcely  en¬ 
tered  into  his  life  because  he  was  living  a 
Christian  and  simple  existence.  But 
when  that  frontier  closed  competition 
began  and  it  was  not  easy  to  move  on  to 
another  farm  after  he  had  worn  out  one 
or  two  farms  somewhere  else.  He  had  to 
give  some  account  to  competition,  prices, 
and  increase  in  land  cost,  and  transpor¬ 
tation,  and  productivity. 

Now,  then,  there  came  a  kind  of  fiat 
revolution  in  agriculture  that  has  wit¬ 
nessed  a  step-up  of  productivity  to  the 
point  where  1946  was  the  most  productive 
year  in  the  whole  history  of  American 
agriculture.  We  produced  more  of  every¬ 
thing  for  more  people  in  more  places  in 
1946  than  at  any  time  in  the  history  of 
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this  Republic.  That  is  testimony  to  the 
effect  that  farming  has  become  a  busi¬ 
ness,  it  has  become  a  science,  and  it  is 
to  make  it  a  business,  and  to  make  it  a 
science,  and  to  make  it  efficient,  and  to 
take  into  account  all  the  factors  that  af¬ 
fect  agriculture  that  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  has  been  pursuing  these  var¬ 
ious  functions,  more  than  42  of  which 
you  will  find  cited  under  major  headings 
in  tha  pending  bill. 

The  farmer  today  has  a  responsibility 
unequaled  at  any  time  in  the  history  of 
agriculture,  either  in  this  or  any  other 
country.  You  see,  40  years  ago  the  farm¬ 
er  had  to  produce  for  some  42,000,000 
people  on  farms  and  for  some  58,000,000 
people  like  you  and  me  scattered  around 
the  country;  but  if  you  will  look  at  the 
census  figures  and  the  new  population 
estimates  you  will  find  that  now  fewer 
people  by  5,000,000  existing  on  farms 
must  make  provision  for  even  more  peo¬ 
ple  in  this  country.  Then,  in  addition, 
they  must  make  provision  for  more  peo¬ 
ple  elsewhere  in  the  world.  Where  we 
had  32,000,000  people  working  on  farms, 
men,  women,  and  children,  two  genera¬ 
tions  ago,  we  had  5,000,000  fewer  people 
on  farms  in  1947.  They  must  produce  for 
more  than  twice  as  many  people  as  was 
the  case  40-odd  years  ago. 

So  we  have  a  responsibility  to  them, 
hooked  up  with  the  fact  that  hungry, 
starving  people  everywhere  in  the  world 
are  looking  to  the  great  bread  basket  of 
the  United  States.  You  know,  when  it  is 
all  said  and  done,  food  is  still  the  No.  1 
problem  and  we  must  recognize  it. 

We  go  downstairs,  sit  around  the  table, 
and  look  over  the  menu.  We  like  it  or 
we  do  not  like  it.  We  like  to  talk  about 
food,  and  if  we  do  not  like  what  is  on  the 
menu  we  like  to  talk  about  a  great  big 
thick  rare  steak  garnished  with  mush¬ 
rooms;  we  like  to  talk  about  choice  des¬ 
serts,  big  cuts  of  apple  pie  garnished  with 
rich,  nutritious  American  cheese;  we  like 
to  talk  about  spiced  shrimp  and  all  deli¬ 
cacies,  such  as  ice  cream  and  things  of 
that  sort.  Have  you  ever  seen  it  to  fail 
that  the  minute  the  ladies  get  around  a 
bridge  table  or  meet  at  the  missionary 
society  or  anywhere  else,  give  them  5 
minutes  and  they  are  talking  about  food? 
“Oh,  my  dear,  I  cooked  a  new  dish  today 
and  it  was  delicious,’’  and  away  they  go 
on  the  great  subject  of  food.  Yes;  the 
little  fellow  on  the  corner  who  runs  a 
grocery  store  is  identified  with  the  great¬ 
est  business  on  the  face  of  the  earth, 
and  that  is  food.  It  has  always  been  so. 

You  will  remember  that  in  the  days  of 
the  Pharaohs  they  did  not  say  to  the 
peasants  on  the  farm:  “Now,  come  in 
with  so  many  kopeks,  lira,  or  zlotys,  or 
anything  in  the  form  of  cash  to  pay  your 
taxes.”  No.  The  old  history  says  that 
the  taskmasters,  with  whip  in  hand,  rep¬ 
resenting  the  Pharaohs  who  owned  the 
land  said,  “Come  now  with  corn.”  That 
was  important  because  corn  was  food  for 
the  king  as  well  as  it  was  food  for  the 
most  humble  vassal  serf  that  labored  up¬ 
on  the  land. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Was  that  food  taxed 
in  those  days? 


Mr.  DIRKSEN.  That  food  was  prob¬ 
ably  more  heavily  taxed  than  food  has 
been  at  any  time  since.  But,  you  see, 
food  is  the  important  consideration  and 
food  is  the  big  consideration  over  on  the 
other  side  at  the  present  time.  Take, 
for  instance,  the  gleaners  that  I  saw  go¬ 
ing  about  picking  up  single  grains  of 
wheat  in  German  fields;  those  who  cut 
the  tops  off  of  sugar  beets  and  cooked 
them  for  meals.  Oh,  how  the  gleaners 
worked  early  and  late  in  order  to  find  a 
little  something  that  they  could  put  in 
the  family  larder  in  order  that  they  might 
subsist.  That  was  testimony  to  food. 
We  read  yesterday  morning  in  the  papers 
about  the  bread  lines  in  the  Soviet 
Union.  That  is  testimony  to  food. 

I  sat  on  the  balcony  of  the  home  of  the 
former  secretary  of  Pan-Arab  League, 
overlooking  the  blue  Nile,  and  after  we 
had  discussed  politic  and  economic 
matters,  quickly  we  turned  to  the  subject 
of  food  and  the  pressure  of  18,000,000 
people  subsisting  on  what  was  produced 
in  that  very  narrow,  confined  valley  of 
the  Nile.  So,  everywhere  you  go,  you 
find  that  food  is  the  No.  1  order  of  busi¬ 
ness  of  all  mankind;  and  that,  of  course, 
gives  the  farmer  in  this  day  and  gener¬ 
ation  a  great  responsibility.  And  he  has 
been  equal  to  it  in  this  country,  as  wit¬ 
ness,  of  course,  the  production  that  he 
has  achieved.  There  are  people  who  have 
been  alarmed  about  our  own  capacity  to 
produce  for  all  purposes.  You  know, 
Thomas  Henry  Malthus,  the  great  econ¬ 
omist  of  England,  was  concerned  about 
this  matter.  He  lived  and  flourished  in 
London  in  1800.  He  was  probably  the 
counterpart  of  our  leading  economists  to¬ 
day.  But,  you  remember,  he  was  the 
author  of  the  Malthusian  theory  that 
population  would  finally  outstrip  man’s 
capacity  to  produce,  and  it  would  be 
only  because  of  those  compensating 
forces  like  war  and  famine  and  pestilence 
and  death  that  would  save  mankind. 
See,  that  was  the  basis  of  the  Malthusian 
theory.  I  used  to  laugh  at  it.  I  am  not 
quite  sure  whether  I  laugh  at  it  now  or 
not.  Some  30  years  ago  a  professor  at 
Harvard  authored  a  book  called  Man¬ 
kind  at  the  Crossroads,  and  he  contended 
that  our  capacity  to  produce  would  not 
keep  step  with  our  capacity  and  the  ne¬ 
cessity  for  consuming  in  order  to  sub¬ 
sist.  I  have  examined  it.  I  have  read 
it  several  times,  and  I  thought,  well,  his 
premise  cannot  subsist,  and  the  reason 
I  thought  that  it  could  not  subsist  was 
that  I  was  thinking  of  the  future.  Corn 
production  in  the  State  of  Illinois  used 
to  be  an  average  of  21  bushels  per  acre. 
It  is  now  well  over  50.  It  is  common  to 
produce  100  bushels  per  acre,  and  we 
have  many  fields  now  that  produce  150 
bushels  to  the  acre  because  of  the  im¬ 
provement  of  hybrid  corn  seed.  It  is 
moving  into  all  the  corn  area  of  the 
country.  And  I  thought  our  very  distin¬ 
guished  professor  must  be  absolutely 
wrong.  But  when  you  take  the  world  in 
the  large  and  measure  its  capacity  to 
produce,  the  increase  in  population,  and 
the  necessity  of  a  given  number  of  cal¬ 
ories  a  day  in  order  to  subsist,  you  begin 
to  wonder  some  about  this  whole  ques¬ 
tion  of  food  production.  So,  it  means 
that  if  we  discharge  our  agricultural  re¬ 
sponsibility  in  this  country,  there  must 
be  greater  efficiency  than  there  has  been. 


There  must  be  almost  a  sacred  regard  for 
the  fertility  and  the  conservation  of  the 
soil.  There  must  be  improved  strains  of 
seed. 

All  those  things  we  must  do  in  order  to 
safeguard  subsistence  for  ourselves  and 
at  the  same  time  meet  that  demand  that 
comes  from  the  world,  which  has  such  a 
tremendous  impact  upon  the  ultimate 
peace  and  serenity  of  mankind.  It  is 
pretty  hard  to  sell  democracy  to  a  man 
whose  belly  growls.  It  is.  pretty  hard  to 
sell  Christianity  to  a  man  who  is  in  the 
agony  of  hunger.  By  doing  this  we 
orient  the  economy  of  the  world  and  help 
to  bring  subsistence,  and  dissipate  these 
evil  shadows  that  are  in  the  world  today, 
so  we  make  a  real  contribution  to  the 
preservation  of  this  great  concept  we 
have  of  individual  freedom  and  the 
democratic  principle  which  is  the  well- 
spring  of  all  human  progress. 

So  we  get  back  to  the  farm  and  to  the 
necessity  for  conserving  this  natural  re¬ 
source  and  making  it  fruit  and  flower 
and  produce  in  even  greater  measure 
than  it  ever  has  before.  We  made  some 
progress.  You  know,  it  is  a  singular 
thing  that  the  tillable  domain  of  this 
country  is  not  much  greater  than  it  was 
a  hundred  years  ago.  There  are  two 
things  we  can  do.  We  can  expand  it  in 
a  sense  by  making  it  more  efficient,  so 
that  1  acre  will  do  the  work  of  two. 
That  is  the  same  as  doubling  your  do¬ 
main,  _  We  are  doing  that.  We  put 
mechanical  power  upon  the  farm  to  dis¬ 
place  animal  power.  Heretofore  it  would 
require  perhaps  fifteen  or  sixteen  million 
acres  to  provide  the  feed  for  the  draft 
animals  that  we  used  upon  the  farm  and 
in  the  city.  The  automobile  displaces 
the  horse  and  the  mule,  the  farm  truck 
and  the  tractor  displace  the  horse  and 
the  mule;  so  we  have  enlarged  our  farm 
domain  by  some  fifteen  or  sixteen  mil¬ 
lion  acres,  which  now  produce  food  and 
fiber  for  people  instead  of  animals. 

Down  in  the  Southland  the  research  in 
cotton  has  increased  yields  by  about  75 
pounds  per  acre,  and  for  all  that  in¬ 
crease  it  is  like  adding  so  much  cotton 
land  or  so  much  land  to  the  domain  that 
can  be  used  for  some  other  productive 
purpose.  So  we  have  been  enlarging 
by  greater  efficiency  the  domain  of  the 
country.  But  we  must  not  be  unmind¬ 
ful  that  the  population  of  the  country 
increases.  Then  if  it  becomes  necessary 
to  increase  the  arable  land  domain,  of 
course  we  are  going  to  have  to  give 
attention  to  the  question  of  bi’inging 
new  lands  into  cultivation  by  some  form 
of  irrigation,  which  requires  money. 
When  that  time  comes  those  who  are 
interested  will  come  as  suppliants '  to 
this  body,  to  the  Congress,  and  say, 
“Please,  sir,  we  need  money  now  for  a 
very  indispensable  purpose,  that  of  guar¬ 
anteeing  the  subsistence  of  the  people.” 

So  there  has  been  productivity  and 
the  farmer  has  in  larger  and  larger 
measure  discharged  his  responsibility  to 
our  people  and  to  the  rest  of  mankind, 
but  we  have  much  farther  to  go.  As  I 
think  of  this  problem  in  the  large  and 
look  down  the  pathway  maybe  only  25 
years,  I  think  I  begin  to  appreciate  more 
than  I  ever  did  before  the  necessity  for 
giving  more  and  more  attention  to  this 
question  of  preserving  this  great  re- 
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source  which  will  be  inexhaustible  if  we 
preserve  it,  and  that  is  the  soil  of  our 
country,  to  preserve  its  fertility,  and  to 
conserve  it  against  all  manner  of  ero¬ 
sion  and  leaching,  so  that  the  tony  of 
topsoil  that  find  their  way  into  the  Gulf 
and  the  water  courses  year  after  year 
may  yet  be  conserved. 

With  respect  to  fertility,  I  introduced 
a  bill  not  so  long  ago,  and  I  am  happy 
to  say  that  the  legislative  Committee 
on  Agriculture  is  going  to  give  it  at¬ 
tention  very  shortly.  It  calls  for  the 
establishment  of  a  central  laboratory 
as  part  of  this  research-laboratoi'y  chain 
that  we  authorized  some  years  ago. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  has  expired. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairmgja,  I 
yield  myself  10  additional  minutes. 

It  will  be  one  of  these  five  research 
centers.  It  will  give  its  time  over  to 
fertility  research  of  all  kinds.  It  is  pretty 
well  diffused  in  government  today.  The 
Department  of  Agriculture  does  some,  the 
TVA  does  some;  there  is  a  little  of  it 
here,  and  there  is  a  little  of  it  there. 
We  would  go  faster  and  further,  I  be¬ 
lieve,  if  we  could  gather  up  this  fertility 
research  function  and  put  it  in  one  place, 
and  find  the  most  competent  people  we 
could  to  deal  with  it.  Thus  we  could 
assure  in  the  future  that  the  fertility  of 
our  country  would  not  be  wasted.  My 
friend  from  Wisconsin,  whom  I  do  not 
see  at  the  moment,  but  who  I  am  sure  is 
here,  has  compiled  an  interesting  table. 
He  is  going  to  talk  about  it  after  a  while. 
He  showed  it  to  me  a  little  while  ago. 
He  says  that  for  every  bushel  of  wheat 
that  we  send  abroad,  we  export  18  cents 
worth  of  fertility  out  of  our  soil.  You 
see  those  figures  were  gotten  up  by  the 
Department  of  Agriculture.  If  that  be 
true,  and  if  in  proportionate  measure,  we 
export  fertility  with  every  bushel  of 
wheat  and  barley  and  rye  that  we  send 
out  of  the  country,  then,  of  course,  we 
must  replete  the  soil  and  put  something 
back  so  that  these  resources  will  not  be 
exhausted.  Secondly,  in  its  physical 
characteristics,  this  soil  must  also  be 
carefully,  carefully  conserved.  So  the 
net  of  all  that  is  simply  this,  that  as  we 
think  of  new  frontiers  in  the  North,  in 
the  East,  in  the  South,  in  the  West,  and 
in  the  sky,  I  have  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  new  frontier  of  America  is 
neither  up  nor  in  the  four  cardinal  points 
of  the  compass.-  The  new  frontier  for 
America  is  down.  It  is  in  the  soil.  As 
greater  demand  is  made  upon  us  by 
hungry  and  starving  people  everywhere1 
in  the  world  and  as  this  drain  continues, 
so  a  proper  solicitude  for  our  subsistence 
and  for  those  who  shall  come  after  us 
means  that  that  resource  must  be  care¬ 
fully  safeguarded. 

All  these  things  that  I  have  said  to 
you  are  things  that  we  are  carrying  out 
in  the  main  in  this  agricultural  appro¬ 
priation  bill.  We  speak  of  soil.  We 
have  a  Soil  Conservation  Service.  We 
increased  their  appropriation  over  1948 
by  $6,000,000.  Perhaps  we  could  have 
increased  it  more.  Perhaps  it  is  just  as 
well  that  we  moved  progressively  but 
with  reasonable  slowness  so  that  always 
the  foundation  and  the  efficacy  of  the 


operation  can  well  be  preserved.  When 
we  speak  of  the  soil,  we  think  of  the 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Administration 
and  soil-conservation  practices,  the  ter¬ 
racing  of  land  and  the  planting  of  trees, 
flood  control,  and  the  liming  of  land. 
All  that  is  part  of  this  whole  conserva¬ 
tion  program. 

I  want  to  take  time  off  right  at  this 
point  to  make  a  little  suggestion  to  you. 
I  sincerely  hope  that  it  falls  on  fertile 
soil,  because  I  shall  not  be  here  to  pursue 
it.  If  I  were  here  on  some  other  day, 
I  would  pursue  it  with  vigor.  So  I  sug¬ 
gest  it  to  you  now.  Every  year  we  en¬ 
counter  this  controversy  of  whether  to 
provide  $150,000,000  or  $200,000,000  or 
$300,000,000  for  the  AAA  program.  I 
suppose  if  it  was  $500,000,000  or  $600,- 
000,000  it  would  still  be  a  matter  of  con¬ 
troversy.  It  sort  of  sets  a  limit,  as  it 
were,  upon  how  much  is  done  to  improve 
the  land  and  conserve  these  resources. 
So  the  other  day  I  made  this  suggestion. 
'  I  think  it  has  some  merit.  Why  should 
not  we  say  to  every  farmer  in  the  United 
States,  large  and  small,  whether  he  oper¬ 
ates  a  little  farm  of  3  acres,  which  is  the 
smallest  farm  that  the  Census  Bureau 
recognizes  for  statistical  purposes,  or 
whether  he  operates  a  10,000-acre  farm — 
why  not  say  to  him,  “Mr.  Farmer,  look: 
Up  to  a  given  percentage  of  the  gross  re¬ 
ceipts  of  your  farm,  big  or  little,  we  will 
give  you  a  credit  on  your  income  tax  for 
certain  prescribed  soil  practices.  If  you 
put  so  much  lime  on  so  many  acres  in 
a  crop  year  and  will  certify  that  fact  in 
connection  with  your  tax  return,  we  will 
give  you  a  credit.  If  you  follow  some  of 
these  other  prescribed  practices,  and 
there  are  literally  hundreds  of  them  in 
this  soil-conservation  field,  and  you  so 
certify  to  the  Bureau  of  Internal  Reve¬ 
nue  in  connection  with  your  tax  return, 
you  get  that  much  of  a  credit.”  Then 
it  would  not  be  necessary  to  appropriate 
money  here.  It  would  not  be  necessary 
to  have  a  large  administrative  force  to 
lead  farmers  by  the  hand,  because  I  think 
they  have  been  pretty  well  indoctrinated 
in  this  whole  matter  of  soil  conservation. 
But  you  take  the  lid  off,  and  it  is  con¬ 
ceivable  that  in  a  given  year  they  may 
do,  not  $150,000,000  of  conservation  as  in 
the  current  year,  or  $225,000,000  as  they 
would  do  under  the  authorization  in  this 
bill  for  the  next  crop  year,  it  could  be 
$500,000,000  or  it  could  be  $1,000,000,000 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  but  it  is  for  every 
farmer  wedded  to  the  land  to  determine 
for  himself.  I  think  it  would  be  the  best 
guaranty,  free  from  every  restriction, 
free  from  every  administrative  expendi¬ 
ture,  to  carry  on  this  program  of  soil 
conservation  and  fertility  so  necessary  to 
the  future  of  the  subsistence  of  America. 

Now  we  go  from  soil  to  this  whole  ques¬ 
tion  of  production.  You  must  have  the 
soil  and  then  you  must  have  the  farmer 
and  you  must  have  the  power  and  then 
we  get  production. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Certainly;  I  yield. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  The  gentleman  has 
been  discussing  soil-conservation  service 
and  practices  under  the  AAA  program 
now  being  administered  by  the  Produc¬ 


tion  and  Marketing  Administration.  I 
wonder  if  the  gentleman  would  mind 
commenting  upon  the  advisability  of  co¬ 
ordinating  the  various  activities  of  the 
agencies  now  dealing  with  the  soil. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  With  pleasure.  That 
is  a  matter  that  has  been  discussed  liter¬ 
ally  for  years  in  the  Subcommittee  on 
Agriculture  Appropriations.  It  has  been 
discussed  in  the  full  committee.  It  has 
been  discussed  here.  There  are  quite  a 
number  of  agencies  that  directly  and  in¬ 
directly,  either  in  the  field  of  research  or 
the  field  of  actual  operation  upon  the 
soil,  are  pursuing  a  part  of  this  general 
conservation  function.  It  would  be  in 
the  interest  of  efficiency  and  certainly  in 
the  interest  of  economy  if  there  were 
greater  consolidation  of  those  functions. 
I  know  that  the  Legislative  Committee  on 
Agriculture  has  wrestled  with  that  a 
number  of  times.  I  know  that  my  dis¬ 
tinguished  friend  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina  [Mr.  Cooley]  has  intro¬ 
duced  a  bill  on  the  subject  and  has  given 
it  attention  for  a  great  many  years. 
Unfortunately  we  cannot  do  that  kind  of 
a  job  on  an  appropriation  bill.  It  must 
be  done  on  the  legislative  level.  I  ex¬ 
press  the  earnest  hope  that  his  commit¬ 
tee  will  yet  agree  upon  a  bill  that  will 
consolidate  some  of  these  functions, 
because  it  will  be  in  the  interest  of  con¬ 
serving  these  resources  and  at  the  same 
time  getting  the  maximum  benefit  for 
the  lowest  dollar  of  expenditure  out  of 
the  Public  Treasury. 

Now,  with  respect  to  production,  of 
course,  research  is  going  on  in  every  field. 
I  remember  years  ago  when  there  was  not 
a  single  acre  of  soya  beans  out  on  the 
prairies  of  Illinois.  Then  somebody  im¬ 
ported  the  honorable  bean  from  Man¬ 
churia.  It  is  an  honorable  bean,  and  it 
has  grown  in  dignity  and  in  stature.  The 
whole  Middle  West  will  soon  be  verdant 
with  the  dark,  lush  foliage  of  the  soya 
bean  in  many  areas.  It  is  a  crop  that 
now  runs  into  hundreds  of  millions  of 
dollars.  It  has  become  a  major  crop.  It 
is  used  in  the  form  of  meal  for  cattle 
feed;  pressed  meal  that  can  be  turned  on 
a  lathe  and  fashioned  into  door  handles, 
accessories  for  automobiles;  in  the  form 
of  oil  that  finds  its  way  into  your  salad 
daily  or  as  a  dryer  for  the  paint  that  the 
farmer  puts  on  his  barn.  All  that  has 
come  out  of  the  humble  and  honorable 
bean  which  was  a  stranger  to  this  land  a 
great  many  years  ago.  It  is  the  product 
of  research.  We  are  improving  the  char¬ 
acteristics  of  these  soya  beans  so  that 
they  produce  more;  so  that  they  better 
resist  the  ravages  of  pests  and  diseases 
of  one  kind  or  another. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  has  expired. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
myself  10  additional  minutes. 

We  pay  testimony  to  the  noble  bean. 
At  the  same  time,  we  pay  testimony  to 
this  whole  question  of  research.  We  see 
it  in  the  field  of  forestry.  You  know,  I 
expect  to  the  unimaginative  and  unro¬ 
mantic  soul  a  tree  is  just  a  tree  and 
nothing  more.  Maybe  it  stands  alone  as 
a  quiet  sentinal  'in  the  woodland,  not 
very  impressive  to  the  unimaginative 
folk.  To  others  it  is  nothing  more  than 
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one  of  many  trees  that  make  up  a  wood- 
lot  or  forest;  but  to  Joyce  Kilmer  a  tree 
was  something  more  than  a  tree.  Oh, 
we  remember  that  great  poem  that  was 
translated  into  melody.  What  a  mag¬ 
nificent  thing  it  is.  It  has  been  sung  in 
every  concert  hall,  in  every  church  in 
this  blessed  land.  That  great  apostrophe 
to  trees !  A  tree  is  something  more  than 
a  tree;  realistically,  it  has  now  become 
a  crop — it  is  a  cash  crop.  So  there  is 
great  emphasis  in  this  bill  on  forestry 
and  on  forestry  research,  because  a  tree 
is  no  longer  a  tree;  it  is  expressed  in 
terms  of  dollars  and  cents  to  people  who 
till  the  soil.  I  saw  one  of  the  greatest 
signs  I  have  ever  seen  in  my  life  some 
weeks  ago  when  I  went  down  to  con¬ 
valesce  for  a  little  while  in  Florida.  It 
was  at  the  turn  of  a  road.  Some  imagi¬ 
native  soul  had  grabbed  a  paint  brush 
and  with  some  facility  had  painted  on  a 
huge  board,  “Caution!  Trees  working.” 
Caution !  Trees  working.  That  was  done 
like  these  signs  we  used  to  see  on  the 
highway,  “Caution!  Men  working.”  But 
you  see  this  was  a  caution  to  people  who 
were  careless  with  fires,  it  was  a  caution 
to  people  who  were  careless  with  axes, 
that  here  were  trees  working,  because 
they  were  part  of  a  cash  crop.  So  we 
give  money  now  to  forestry  and  forestry 
research,  to  the  production  of  timber, 
because  it  is  part  of  the  agricultural  pro¬ 
gram,  and  it  is  part  of  the  income  of  the 
farmer  today. 

When  a  man  has  gone  on  the  soil  and 
he  has  produced,  of  course,  he  gets  rather 
interested  in  getting  the  thing  that  he 
produced  to  market.  So  we  have  given 
much  attention  to  this  whole  matter  of 
marketing  facilities,  marketing  research, 
marketing  #utlets,  in  the  hope  that  the 
twin  sister  of  marketing,  which  is  a  fair 
price  for  the  farmer,  might  not  recede  to 
the  level  where  it  would  practically  di¬ 
minish  its  purchasing  power  and  have  a 
deleterious  effect  upon  the  whole  econ¬ 
omy  of  the  country.  So  we  go  from  soil 
to  production  and  from  production  to 
marketing.  One  of  the  items  here  in 
marketing  is  the  school-lunch  program 
of  $65,000,000 — from  surplus,  we  hope; 
and  then  there  are  the  section  32  funds. 
If  anybody  is  not  familiar  with  it,  I  may 
say  that  some  years  ago  Congress  pro¬ 
vided — the  Seventy-fourth  Congress — 
that  we  would  grab  30  percent  of  all  the 
customs  receipts  that  were  collected  on 
things  that  come  into  the  United  States 
and  would  devote  it  to  the  encourage¬ 
ment  of  export  or  to  finding  new  uses  for 
agricultural  products.  You  see,  that  is 
an  interesting  throw-back  to  the  days 
of  Alexander  Hamilton  and  those  who 
thought  the  first  American  industry 
ought  to  be  protected  so  it  could  grow  up 
in  the  shadow  of  British  competition,  get 
its  sea  legs  and  then  let  it  forage  for  it¬ 
self.  It  was  always  the  feeling  that  per¬ 
haps  we  had  favored  industry  too  much 
and  particularly  with  respect  to  the  im¬ 
portation  of  agricultural  commodities;  so 
some  examination  into  all  these  premises 
of  history  came  along  with  the  idea  that 
perhaps  we  ought  to  equalize  it,  so  let  us 
take  roughly  one-third  of  this  money  and 
then  use  it  in  order  to  dissipate  any  sur¬ 
pluses  that  may  develop  from  time  to 
time.  That  is  the  general  history  and 


origin  of  the  so-called  section  32  funds. 
On  the  basis  of  the  customs  receipts  for 
the  previous  calendar  year,  this  year  the 
30  percent  will  be  roughly  $135,000,000. 
So  now  that  money  is  available.  The 
Budget  Bureau  suggested  that  we  make 
available  for  general  purposes,  for  the 
disposition  of  surplus  goods  the  same 
amount  that  we  carried  in  the  bill  last 
year,  namely,  $44,000,000.  The  commit¬ 
tee  had  other  ideas  about  it.  While  I  do 
not  always  concur,  yet  I  do  concur  in  the 
action  of  the  majority.  So,  instead  of 
rescinding  a  portion  of  this  money,  we 
have  left  it  intact.  We  took  $65,000,000 
and  transferred  it  over  to  school-lunch 
fund  instead  of  using  a  direct  appro¬ 
priation  and  then  the  other  $26,000,000  is 
in  the  form  of  rbving  cash.  It  is  up  on 
the  shelf,  and  if  some  day  an  emergency 
situation  develops  it  will  be  there  for  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  to  ex¬ 
pend  in  order  -to  relieve  the  surplus 
problem.  v 

I  think  our  friends  from  the  Pacific 
coast  can  with  real  justification  say  that 
they  did  have  some  alarm  about  the  pos¬ 
sibility  of  surpluses  in  the  field  of  perish¬ 
able  commodities,  particularly  citrus 
fruits,  and  that  perhaps  they  might  run 
into  an  acute  situation  that  would  require 
some  money.  It  would  be  great  assur¬ 
ance  for  them  certainly  if  sufficient  funds 
were  available  to  meet  the  emergency 
should  it  arise.  I  do  think  they  argued 
their  case  with  some  force  and  some  per¬ 
suasion.  So  the  action  of  the  committee 
is  that  the  $135,000,000  will  be  roughly 
divided  so  that  $65,000,000  will  go  to 
school  lunches  and  the  other  $70,000,000 
will  be  available  for  the  general  purposes 
of  section  32. 

Mr.  D’EWART.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Montana. 

Mr.  D’EWART.  Can  the  gentleman 
tell  me  how  much  the  Geneva  agreements 
would  cut  these  Section  32  funds? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  do<  not  know  that 
they  would  cut  them  at  all.  Does  the 
gentleman  mean  the  impact  of  the  Ge¬ 
neva  agreements?  I  cannot  say. 

Mr.  D’EWART.  They  materially  cut 
our  tariff  rates  on  wool  and  other  things 
tljat  contribute  to  this  fund,  and  I  am 
sure  it  is  going  to  make  a  lot  of  difference 
in  the  amount  of  money  that  is  available 
under  Section  32.  I  just  wondered  if  the 
gentleman  could  give  us  that  informa¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  doubt  whether  any¬ 
body  can  make  a  firm  estimate  in  dollars 
and  cents  or  in  pounds  or  bushels  what  it 
might  be.  There  has  been  a  little  dis¬ 
cussion  about  it,  but  I  regret  exceedingly 
that  that  is  as  far  as  my  information 
goes. 

Now,  then,  we  go  from  the  question  of 
soil  to  production,  from  production  to 
marketing  and  from  marketing  to  prices. 
The  whole  problem  of  agriculture  prices 
is  one  that  besets  us  over  and  over  and 
over  again.  What  will  happen  if  the  so- 
called  Steagall  proposals  which  are  exist¬ 
ing  law  at  the  present  time  should  be 
taken  from  the  books  I  do  not  know. 
What  the  legislative  Committee  on  Agri¬ 
culture  will  do  with  that  matter,  since  it 
expires  at  the  end  of  this  calendar  year, 


I  do  not  know.  But  I  do  know  that  this 
old  question  of  how  much  the  farmer  gets, 
of  course,  is  going  to  be  very  much  in  the 
public  eye.  There  will  be  controversy  for 
many  reasons.  I  said  that  years  ago  we 
did  not  have  to  worry  too  much.  The 
farmer  packed  up  a  bucket  full  of  eggs 
and  a  wagon  load  of  sweet  corn  and  he 
either  found  a  buyer  or  maybe  he  did 
not.  If  he  could  not  get  30  cents  a  dozen 
for  the  eggs  maybe  he  could  get  20  cents. 
I  am  frank  to  say  that  when  I  did  a  little 
farming  in  a  very  small  way  long  ago  I 
used  to  sell  many  eggs  for  10  cents  a 
dozen.  I  expect  every  farmer  in  the  land 
who  has  farmed  for  any  length  of  time 
has  had  an  experience  of  that  kind.  You 
did  not  have  to  be  concerned  so  much 
about  that.  But  today  it  is  a  matter  of 
concern  because  there  are  taxes  to  be 
paid,  there  is  competition  from  other 
countries,  there  are  all  those  factors,  in¬ 
cluding  the  whole  question  of  investment 
in  the  farm  itself. 

You  do  not  go  out  ornthe  bare  soil  to¬ 
day  with  your  two  hands  and  no  imple¬ 
ments  and  do  a  job  of  farming  and  stay 
there.  To  be  a  good,  efficient  farmer  out 
in  my  country  today  probably  takes  $20,- 
000,  $25,090,  or  $30,000.  There  must  be 
tractors,  there  must  be  outbuildings, 
there  must  be  wire  fences,  there  must  be 
cream  separators,  there  must  be  live¬ 
stock,  cows,  and  chickens,  probably  some 
animal  power.  All  those  things  put  to¬ 
gether,  plus  the  cost  of  the  land  today, 
develops  a  real  investment.  So  the  farm¬ 
er  is  a  businessman,  and  one  of  the  things 
he  must  make  sure  of,  if  he  is  not  going 
to  find  the  heavy  hand  of  the  mortgagee 
resting  upon  him  some  day,  is  that  he 
will  be  able  to  make  out,  so  there  is  a 
keen  interest  in  this  whole  question  of 
prices. 

In  addition  to  all  these  economic  fac¬ 
tors  there  is  this  question  of  making  farm 
life  a  little  more  attractive.  I  can  re¬ 
member  as  a  youngster  going  out  on  a 
farm  that  it  was  necessary  to  get  up  at 
4  o’clock  in  the  morning. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  has  again  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
myself  the  balance  of  my  time. 

Mr.  Chairman,  you  would  light  a  lan¬ 
tern,  you  were  expected  tO'milk  the  cows 
before  you  started  out  in  the  field  on  a 
cultivator  or  a  plow.  The  day  started 
early  and  lasted  late,  and  when  you  came 
back  from  the  field  your  hands  were  stiff. 
You  did  not  know  whether  you  could  milk 
a  cow  or  not.  But,  after  all,  it  had  to  be 
done.  Those  were  long  days,  and  there 
was  not  too  much  of  an  attraction  about 
farming. 

Of  course,  there  was  an  exodus  away 
from  the  farms. .  I  was  interested  in 
the  testimony  we  had  last  year  when  we 
were  dealing  with  this  question  of  get¬ 
ting  farm  labor  back  upon  the  farms 
when  the  Commissioner  of  Agriculture 
and  his  committee  in  New  York  queried 
the  veterans  who  were  returning,  and 
who  had  lived  on  the  farm,  whether  or 
not  they  would  be  willing  to  go  back. 
Only  a  very  small  percentage  wanted  to 
go  back.  They  found  city  life  en¬ 
trancing;  they  found  it  alluring,  so  they 
did  not  want  to  go  back.  So,  among 
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other  things  we  must  contribute  to  the 
appeal  and  the  attractiveness  of  farm 
life,  and  one  of  the  ways  we  do  it,  of 
course,  is,  first  of  all,  to  make  literature 
available  and  to  make  available  electric 
light.  So,  this  rural-electrification  pro¬ 
gram  has  been  going  on  for  a  number 
of  years,  and  I  know  of  nobody  in  the 
Congress  who  is  opposed  to  it.  I  have 
said  over  and  over  that  I  hope  we  do  not 
overstep  ourselves  in  the  matter;  that 
we  take  our  time  and  make  it  a  progres¬ 
sive  program,  unfold  it  by  stages,  and 
look  down  the  road  as  well  as  we  can 
to  iron  out  any  difficulty  that  may  arise 
from  time  to  time  so  that  when  it  be¬ 
comes  a  perfect  utility  pattern  in  the 
farm  life  of  America  it  will  rest  on  a  good, 
solid  foundation.  I  know  if  two  or  three 
times  as  much  money  were  authorized 
for  REA  alone,  that  perhaps  there  would 
be  a  way  to  allocate  it,  but  I  think  it  is 
preferable  that  we  finish  the  course  we 
have  pursued,  and  it  will  not  take  too 
long,  measured  in  terms  of  the  number 
of  qualified  farms  there  still  are  in  the 
country  before  this  program,  in  its  first 
stages,  at  least,  will  have  been  consum¬ 
mated.  Now,  then,  many  intelligent 
electrical  cooperatives  are  going  to  have 
to  heavy  up  their  loans,  there  must  be  a 
recanvassing,  there  must  be  heavier  im¬ 
provements,  and  they  will  have  to  come 
back  for  more  loans  for  heavier  trans¬ 
mission  lines,  so  that  is  all  the  more  rea¬ 
son  we  ought  to  walk  slowly.  I  think  we 
have  been  generous.  The  budget  esti¬ 
mate  for  REA  for  the  last  fiscal  year  was 
$300,000,000.  We  increased  it  by  $100,- 
000,000,  so  that  the  bill  before  you  today 
is  a  bill  that  calls  for  $400,000,000  for 
REA  loans  for  fiscal  1949. 

Here  is  the  soil  where  we  started.  Here 
is  this  question  of  production  and  the 
question  of  marketing  and  prices;  the 
question  of  research  and  the  question  of 
more  gracious  and  sweeter  living  on  the 
farm.  Over  and  above  it  all,  there  must 
be  somebody  to  direct  all  this,  and  that 
is  the  administrative  force  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment,  the  Secretary  and  all  his  experts, 
the  library,  the  office  of  information,  the 
chief  legal  officer  of  the  Department, 
who  happens  to  be  the  Solicitor.  Those 
are  the  people,  located  here  in  the  Na¬ 
tion’s  Capital,  who  seek  to  direct  and 
supervise  this  program  and  keep  it  in 
good  balance  in  order  that  out  of  it  all 
there  may  eventually  be  even  a  sounder 
and  more  productive  agriculture  than 
we  have  ever  known  in  the  history  of 
the  country  that  will  be  equal  to  every  re¬ 
sponsibility  that  comes  on  in  the  years 
that  lie  ahead.  As  I  think  of  this  ad¬ 
ministrative  force,  the  Secretary  was  very 
free  to  say  to  us  that  he  was  having  dif¬ 
ficulty  in  keeping  men  who  were  schooled 
in  the  Government  business  and  in  the 
business  of  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture,  because  there  were  such  attractive 
offers  from  the  outside.  He  has  lost  a 
good  many  men  and  probably  will  lose 
others.  Obviously,  Government  cannot 
meet  the  offers  that  are  made  by  private 
industry,  but,  at  least,  we  can  move  part¬ 
ly  in  that  direction  in  the  hope  that  a 
little  more  inducement  will  keep  these 
men  who  have  had  this  long  experience 
and  whose  background  is  necessary  to 
the  expert  articulation  of  these  pro¬ 
grams.  So,  there  is  a  provision  in  the 


bill  in  which  authority  is  conferred  on 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  go  beyond 
existing  pay  scales.  We  hope  it  will  not 
be  regarded  as  a  precedent  for  every 
other  department  of  Government.  It 
represents  our  solution  and  our  proposed 
remedy  for  the  problem  that  is  here.  So, 
we  must  try  to  keep  these  men  who  are 
capable,  if  we  can  keep  them.  While  we 
cannot  meet  the  offers  of  private  enter¬ 
prise,  at  least,  we  can  make  it  a  little 
more  worth  while  and  so  keep  them  in 
this  governmental  enterprise. 

Let  me  rush  on  to  just  a  few  items  that 
I  want  to  leave  with  you.  The  first  one 
I  should  like  to  mention  is  this.  You 
scarcely  hear  this  question  of  loyalty 
come  out  in  connection  with  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture.  You  hear  it 
in  connection  with  almost  every  other 
department  of  Government.  Very,  very 
seldom  is  the  question  raised  there.  The 
committee  is  proud  of  the  fact  that  the 
finger  of  taint  has  not  been  put  upon 
these  people.  We  regard  them  as  good, 
trusted  public  servants,  each  one  doing 
his  duty.  So  we  are  glad  to  report  that 
insofar  as  we  know  there  is  no  breath  of 
suspicion  upon  those  who  are  identified 
with  agriculture. 

Secondly,  let  me  say  that  perhaps  the 
economies  reflected  here  are  not  all  I 
might  want,  and  maybe  not  as  substan¬ 
tial  as  would  delight  the  heart  of  one 
who  would  go  infinitely  further.  There 
is  a  modest  economy  here,  but  I  think 
tha,t  the  very  fact  that  it  is  on  the  modest 
side  is  testimony  to  the  fact  that  we  did 
not  ruthlessly  and  carelessly  and  indis¬ 
criminately  just  swing  an  ax  through 
every  bureau  for  the  sake  of  saving  a  dol¬ 
lar  here  or  a  dollar  there.  This  must  be 
an  efficient  operation.  If  you  are  go¬ 
ing  to  follow  the  course  of  letting  the 
lowest  dollar  represent  the  ultimate  ob¬ 
jective,  then  the  thing  to  do  would  be  to 
take  an  ax  and  simply  slice  out  whole 
functions,  stop  them  altogether,  but  not 
cripple  activities  and  make  them  inef¬ 
ficient.  We  have  tried  to  do  that  with 
every  function  and  every  service  that  is 
represented  in  this  bill. 

We  have  listened  very  carefully  to  the 
testimony,  and  we  have  examined  the 
justifications.  We  have  reduced  in  some 
instances,  but  I  am  confident  that  the 
Department  can  do  an  efficient  operas 
tion  within  the  limit  of  money  that  is 
here,  and  we  have  not  been  too  lavish 
in  that  respect. 

I  see  my  old  friend  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Gillie]  here.  That  leads  me  to  the 
question  of  meat  inspection,  because  he 
has  introduced  a  bill  to  restore  meat  in¬ 
spection  to  its  former  status,  namely, 
payment  out  of  the  Federal  Treasury. 
You  will  recall  that  when  we  brought  the 
bill  here  last  year  we  provided,  and  it 
was  a  legislative  provision,  that  meat 
inspection  should  be  taxed  against  the 
packing  industry.  I  remember  with  in¬ 
terest  the  speeches  that  were  made  here. 
I  remember  all  the  dire  predictions  that 
were  made.  I  remember  also  the  trepi¬ 
dation  of  spirit  that  disturbed  some  of 
the  Members  because  of  the  change.  I 
am  so  grateful  to  the  House  that  it  up¬ 
held  that  provision  written  in  the  bill. 
It  was  approved  by  the  Senate,  and  it 
was  quickly  put  in  effect. 
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There  are  about  950  packing  plants 
that  operate  under  that  new  set-up  to¬ 
day,  whereby  we  tax  the  cost  against  the 
packing  industry.  There  will  be  enough 
money  so  that  we  can  put  on  more  in¬ 
spectors.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  they  have 
put  oh  200  more  inspectors  than  they 
have  had  before.  It  is  working  well. 

Having  a  rather  personal  interest  in 
it,  I  think  I  ought  to  read  this  testimony 
into  the  Record,  because  it  is  not  my 
testimony,  it  comes  from  the  Depart¬ 
ment  itself,  namely,  from  Dr.  Miller,  of 
the  Bureau  of  Animal  Industry,  which 
has  direct  charge  Of  this  matter.  My 
esteemed  friend  and  colleague  from 
Minnesota  [Mr.  H.  Carl  Andersen]  said 
to  Dr.  Miller: 

Does  the  entire  program  seem  to  be  work¬ 
ing  out  as  well  as  you  expected? 

Dr.  Miller  said: 

A  whole  lot  better  than  I  had  any  reason 
to  believe  it  would.  Our  relations  with  the 
packing  industry  have  continued  on  a  very 
high  plane  since  the  legislation  requiring 
them  to  pay  for  the  inspection. 

On  the  question  of  how  many  withdrew 
from  inspection  as  a  result  of  this,  Dr. 
Miller  said: 

We  lost  a  total  of  8  producing  plants  out  of 
some  950. 

They  used  to  lose  more  than  eight 
plants  when  they  were  under  the  old 
system. 

How  much  does  it  cost?  We  let  Dr. 
Miller  speak.  He  said  one-twentieth  of  a 
cent  per  pound — too  small  to  tax  against 
the  farmer,  too  small  to  tax  against  the 
consumer.  It  becomes  a  legitimate 
charge  on  the  cost  of  doing  business 
by  the  packing  industry.  We  have 
enough  money.  Dr.  Miller  says,  “This 
gives  us  enough  money  to  function  ef¬ 
fectively.”  So  that  is  the  story.  I  would 
implement  it,  of  course,  by  the  testimony 
of  our  former  colleague  from  New  York, 
Hon.  Charles  I.  Stengle,  who  is  the  legis¬ 
lative  representative  of  the  American 
Federation  of  Government  Employees. 
You  see  him  about  the  corridors  here. 
His  is  a  familiar  face  and  has  been  for 
years.  When  this  matter  was  up,  he 
came  to  me  last  year  and  expressed  fear, 
and  as  a  matter  of  fact  did  all  that  he 
could  honorably  do  to  encompass  the  de¬ 
feat  of  this  program.  Here  is  his  lan¬ 
guage.  His  testimony  is  found  on  page 
683  of  the  Record.  He  said: 

I  met  it,  with  fear  and  trepidation.  I 
worked  hard  to  try  to  defeat  it,  frankly  speak¬ 
ing,  but  I  did  not  succeed.  Then  I  made 
up  my  mind  I  would  find  out  during  the  year 
how  it  would  work.  I  went  all  the  way  across 
to  your  State  of  California  into  the  northeast 
and  the  midwest  and  I  checked  with  our 
organizations  in  those  places: 

What  did  he  find?  I  will  let  our  old 
friend,  Charlie  Stengle,  speak  again. 
Here  is  what  they  told  him  in  the  field: 

For  God’s  sake,  do  not  disturb  the  Dirk- 
sen  amendment.  It  is  working  fine. 

He  also  said: 

I  never  saw  more  unanimity  after  a  year’s 
trial  among  the  people  that  are  affected 
than  there  is  among  the  Bureau  of  Animal 
Industry  people  today.  They  like  the  plan. 

That,  I  think,  dissipates  our  fears.  I 
think  it  is  proper  that  the  packing  in¬ 
dustry  should  assume  that  fee.  Of 
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course,  it  will  save  eleven,  twelve,  and 
thirteen  million  dollars  a  year,  which 
would  otherwise  be  taken  out  of  the 
Public  Treasury. 

I  yield  to  my  friend  the  gentleman 
from  Indiana. 

Mr.  GILLIE.  I  am  glad  to  hear  this 
report  from  the  Agriculture  Appropria¬ 
tion  Committee.  The  reason  I  am  inter¬ 
ested  in  this  problem  is  because  of  the 
way  that  the  inspectors  are  hired.  I  do 
not  believe  that  that  i,s  the  proper  way 
to  insure  proper  inspection.  When  a 
packing  plant  hires  their  own  inspec¬ 
tors,  that  is  much  different  from  the 
Government  hiring  the  inspectors  and 
paying  them.  That  is  the  reason  I  am 
opposed  to  this  system  of  paying  for  the 
inspectors.  That  is  not  the  right  way 
to  do  it.  I  can  tell  you  that  I  was  an 
inspector  at  one  time,  and  it  does  not 
work  out  and  will  hot  work  out  and 
someday  you  are  going  to  change  it 
just  as  sure  as  I  am  standing  here. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Has  the  gentleman 
spoken  to  the  Department  about  it?  You 
ought  to  talk  to  Dr.  Simms  and  Dr. 
Miller. 

Mr.  GILLIE.  I  do  not  care  what  they 
say.  I  have  never  talked  to  them  about 
it  at  all.  I  have  never  talked  to  them 
about  it.  I  can  tell  you  that  it  is  not 
going  to  work. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  My  friend,  you 
should  talk  to  them. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  to  my  friend 
the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr. 
Phillips], 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  Are  not 
the  inspectors  under  civil  service? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Exactly.  They  are 
Federal  employees  subject  to  all  the  ben¬ 
efits,  such  as  retirement  benefits,  an¬ 
nuities,  and  other  rights,  privileges,  pre¬ 
rogatives,  and  so  forth. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  The 
record  will  show  that  more  inspectors 
have  been  on  the  job  under  the  new  pro¬ 
gram  than  previously.  Only  eight  of  the 
inspected  packing  houses  dropped  out  of 
the  program,  which  is  less  than  normal. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  They 
are  not  subject  to  any  administrative 
control  whatever  on  the  part  of  the  pack¬ 
ers. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  That  is  definitely 
right.  That  same  independent  charac¬ 
ter  has  been  preserved  that  has  always 
been  the  case.  The  meat  packer  cannot 
hire  an  inspector,  they  cannot  fire  him. 
They  cannot  give  him  orders,  nor  can  they 
discipline  him.  Mr.  Chairman  I  will  in¬ 
sert  as  part  of  my  remarks  the  following 
letter  from  Dr.  Simms,  the  Chief  of  the 
Bureau  of  Animal  Industry: 

Department  of  Agriculture, 

Agricultural  Research 
Administration, 
Bureau  of  Animal  Industry, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  March  17,  1948. 
Hon.  Everett  M.  Dirksen, 

United  States  House  of  Representatives. 

Dear  Mr.  Dirksen:  Mr.  Orr  has  asked  that 
I  inform  you  regarding  our  handling  of  meat- 
inspection  personnel  under  the  cost  assess¬ 
ment  provision,  with  reference  particularly 
to  those  affected  by  shutdowns  of  plants  on 
account  of  strikes. 

As  I  have  previously  assured  you,  the  meat 
inspection  personnel  receive  exactly  the  same 
handling  under  this  arrangement  as  they 
did  when  the  Federal  meat  inspection  pro¬ 


gram  was  financed  by  appropriated  funds. 
The  inspector  continues  to  receive  his  salary 
from  the  United  States  Treasury,  retains  all 
of  his  civil -service  rights,  and  is  accountable 
only  to  his  supervisor.  The  procedures 
which  we  have  worked  out  to  give  effect  to 
the  provision  of  the  appropriations  act  are 
working  out  satisfactorily.  The  relationship 
between  the  inspector  and  the  personnel  of 
the  meat-packing  plant  where  he  is  assigned 
remains  exactly  as  it  was  in  past  years. 

The  assignment  and  movement  of  meat 
inspectors  to  take  care  of  inspection  require¬ 
ments  throughout  the  inspected  portion  of 
the  meat-packing  industry  also  are  handled 
under  the  packer  paying  arrangement  the 
same  as  they  were  when  appropriated  funds 
were  being  used.  Insofar  as  the  personnel 
aspects  are  concerned,  the  current  conditions 
incident  to  strikes  in  the  meat  packing  indus¬ 
try  create  problems  similar  to  those  that 
were  encountered  in  past  years  under  like 
conditions.  In  those  cases  where  a  striking 
plant  wishes  to  be  in  a  position  to  commence 
operations  on  short  notice,  the  meat  inspec¬ 
tors  are  held  in  stand-by,  which  is  active  sta¬ 
tus  and  not  charged  to  any  leave,  and  under 
the  present  legislation  the  packer  would  be 
billed  for  their  services  in  the  usual  way.  In 
case  a  plant  requests  suspension  of  inspection 
for  a  definite  future  period  which  we  require 
to  be  at  least  2  weeks  in  duration,  the  affected 
inspectors  are  placed  on  leave,  and  should  the 
suspension  extend  for  a  period  beyond  the 
amount  of  leave  credited  to  any  inspector, 
he  is  then  placed  on  leave  without  pay.  De¬ 
tailed  instructions  to  inspectors  in  charge 
concerning  the  handling  of  this  situation 
are  contained  in  the  enclosed  copy  of  circu¬ 
lar  letter  No.  2983,  supplement  2.  These 
instructions  were  issued  only  after  every 
precaution  was  taken  to  assure  the  employee 
of  his  full  civil-service  rights. 

The  extent  to  which  the  meat  inspection 
fund  will  be  affected  will  depend  very  largely 
on  the  length  of  the  strike  and  the  extent  to 
which  employees  of  the  Meat  Inspection  Serv¬ 
ice  draw  on  accumulated  annual  leave.  In 
fixing  inspection  fees  it  was  estimated  that 
employees  would  take  a  normal  amount  of 
annual  leave  as  currently  earned.  If,  how¬ 
ever,  employees  draw  on  annual  leave  built 
up  in  former  years  when  the  meat  inspection 
work  was  financed  from  appropriated  funds, 
the  amount  of  payments  for  leave  will,  of 
course,  substantially  exceed  that  estimated 
in  fixing  the  current  inspection  fee.  Em¬ 
ployees  as  a  whole  carried  over  from  previous 
years  accumulated  annual  leave  of  very  sub¬ 
stantial  value.  To  the  extent  that  they  take 
this  leave  there  will,  of  course,  be  no  cor¬ 
responding  reimbursement  to  the  Meat  In¬ 
spection  Fund  through  inspection  fees.  This 
does  not  change  the  basic  situation  with  re¬ 
gard  to  the  Meat  Inspection  Fund  since  the 
amount  represented  by  leave  accumulations 
would  in  any  case  have  to  be  considered  as  a 
liability  against  the  fund.  Therefore,  the 
extent  to  whioh  the  cash  position  of  the  fund 
is  impaired  will  be  offset  by  a  corresponding 
reduction  in  the  leave  liability  against  the 
fund.  In  other  words,  the  situation  at  the 
beginning  of  the  fiscal  year  was  that  there 
was  a  meat  inspection  fund  of  $5,000,000 
against  which  there  was  a  leave  liability 
which,  for  purposes  of  illustration,  we  may 
value  at  $2,000,000.  Should  the  strike  last 
so  long  that  employees  take  leave  accrued  in 
previous  years  to  the  value  of  $1,000,000,  the 
position  of  the  fund  then  would  be  that  it 
contained  approximately  $4,000,000  in  cash 
and  bills  receivable,  but  that  the  leave  liabil¬ 
ity  against  the  fund  had  been  reduced  to 
$1,000,000,  leaving  the  net  worth  unchanged. 
It  is  possible  that  the  strike  might  be  so 
prolonged  or  become  so  widespread  as  to 
result  in  the  taking  of  accumulated  leave  to 
an  extent  which  might  leave  in  the  fund 
insufficient  cash  for  the  operation  of  an  ade¬ 
quate  inspection  service  when  service  is  re¬ 
sumed.  In  that  case  it  probably  would  be 
necessary  for  the  Department  to  ask  Congress 


for  a  further  appropriation  to  restore  the  cash 
position  of  the  fund  to  an  adequate  amount. 

The  Department  may  in  the  near  future 
wish  to  take  the  liberty  of  consulting  you 
with  regard  to  this  situation,  particularly  if 
there  should  be  indications  that  the  strike 
will  be  of  long  duration. 

Very  truly  yours, 

B.  T.  Simms, 

Chief  of  Bureau. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  has  expired. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dirksen]  may  have 
10  additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  thank  my  friend, 
the  gentleman  from  Missouri. 

Mr.  Chairman,  there  are  two  other 
matters  that  I  think  I  ought  to  allude 
to.  One  is  in  the  field  of  relationships 
between  the  Congress  and  the  executive 
branch.  If  we  are  going  to  do  a  job  for 
agriculture,  there  must  be  no  hostility 
between  the  committees  of  Congress  and 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  as  they\ 
seek  to  reach  common  ground  and  pro¬ 
vide  the  necessary  funds  with  which  they 
are  to  perform  all  these  very  useful  func¬ 
tions.  So  early  last  year  I  took  it  upon 
myself  to  go  down  to  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  and  ask  the  Secretary  of  Ag¬ 
riculture  to  convene  all  the  bureau  heads 
and  I  talked  to  them,  to  put  them  at 
their  ease;  to  tell  them  when  they  came 
to  let  no  fears,  well-founded  or  other¬ 
wise,  prevent  them  from  telling  the  whole 
story.  If  it  developed  some  spirited  de¬ 
bate,  sometimes  same  testy  words,  well 
and  good.  That  serves  a  very  useful 
purpose  in  rounding  out  the  whole  story, 
because  it  takes  all  the  facts  on  both 
sides  in  order  to  make  the  case  on  which 
we  must  predicate  the  appropriations 
that  we  finally  recommend  to  this  body. 

I  have  gone  down  there  on  several  oc¬ 
casions  and  I  am  happy  to  report  that 
I  believe  between  this  committee  and  the 
various  bureau  heads  and  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  there  is  sweetest  of  feel¬ 
ing.  While  they  do  not  always  agree 
with  what  we  do  nor  do  we  always  agree 
with  what  they  do,  yet  it  is  in  the  in¬ 
terest  of  this  common  cause  that  we 
pursue. 

One  other  thing  I  shall  remind  you 
about.  You  are  going  to  encounter  it  as 
time  goes  on,  probably  in  greater  degree, 
and  that  is  the  constant  pressure  upon 
Members  of  Congress  for  funds,  for  func¬ 
tions,  for  new  activities,  that  a  group  or 
a  section  is  interested  in.  We  had  that 
experience  this  last  year.  I  think  prob¬ 
ably  there  were  40  Members  of  Congress 
who  heard  about  this.  I  think  I  should 
read  this  into  the  Record  and  mention 
it  in  a  way  that  it  will  get  out  to  the 
attention  of  the  country. 

Located  in  the  Nation’s  Capital,  there 
is  an  association  known  as  the  National 
Agricultural  Limestone  Association,  Inc. 
It  is  located  at  1424  K  Street  NW„  Wash¬ 
ington  5,  D.  C.  If  you  are  interested  in 
calling  them  up,  their  telephone  number 
is  Sterling  9135.  There  is  a  young  man 
who  serves  as  secretary  and  executive 
director  of  this  organization  by  the  name 
of  Robert  M.  Koch.  It  is  Mr.  Koch’s 
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Survey  of  farmer  opinion  in  regard  to  congressional  votes  to  cut  the  agricultural  con¬ 
servation  program  in  various  congressional  districts 


State 

Congressional 

district 

Congressman 

Number  of 
post  offices 
returns 
came  from 

Percent 
replies  re¬ 
ceived 

Percent 
which 
agreed 
with  Con¬ 
gress 

Percent 
which 
disagreed 
with  Con¬ 
gress 

California . . 

3d . 

Johnson,  L . 

26 

27  9 

31  1 

68  9 

22d . . 

Phillips,  J . . 

28 

32  6 

33  0 

67.  0 

Colorado _  .. 

2d. . 

Hill,  W.  S. . 

56 

31  3 

86  2 

Connecticut _ 

1st _ 

Miller,  W.  J . 

37 

‘37  n 

o 

100 

Delaware. . . 

Boggs,  J.  C _ 

27 

33  7 

5  Q 

94  1 

Idaho.. . 

1st . . 

Goff,  A.  M _ 

53 

45  4 

3  1 

%’  y 

Illinois  . . 1.. 

17th . 

Arerids,  L.  C . 

63 

44  3 

1  5 

98.  5 

Indiana... . 

2d...  . 

Halleck,  C.  A  _ 

71 

56  3 

3  0 

97  0 

Iowa . . . . 

7th . 

Jensen,  B.  F . 

-57 

38  1 

1  l 

98.  9 

Kansas _ _ _ 

1st _ 

Cole,  A.  M.  ... 

77 

39  0 

4  2 

95.  8 

Kentucky.  . . 

7th _ _ _ 

Meade,  W.  H _ 

91 

35.  6 

9.  3 

90.  7 

Maine . 

3d _ 

Fellows,  F  . 

82 

44  3 

3  0 

97. 0 

Maryland _  .. 

1st _ 

Miller,  E.  T . . 

58 

36  6 

7  2 

92.8 

Massachusetts _ 

2d . 

Clason,  C.  R... . 

21 

31.  7 

10.  6 

89.  4 

Minnesota . 

1st . 

Andresen,  A.  H__ . 

76 

45.4 

7. 1 

92.9 

Missouri _ _ 

1st _ L . 

Arnold,  W . . . 

82 

51.  6 

1.3 

98.7 

Montana . . 

2d . . 

D’Ewart,  W.  A .  _ 

82 

49.6 

8.0 

92.0 

Nebraska _ 

3d . . 

Stefan,  K._- . . . . 

61 

38.2 

1.0 

99.0 

Nevada _  _ 

Russell,  C.  H . . . 

23 

28.3 

25.0 

New  Hampshire. . 

2d.  .1 _ 

Cotton,  N . 

104 

46.2 

9.0 

91.0 

New  Jersey _ 

3d . . 

Auchincloss,  J.  C . 

28 

31.8 

7.6 

92.4 

New  York _ 

35th _ _ 

Fuller,  H.  C . . . 

38 

55.2 

3. 1 

96.9 

2d... 

Hall,  L.  W . . 

48 

36.8 

8.2 

91.8 

38th... 

Taber,  J _ _ 

44 

33.9 

6.6 

93.4 

Ohio..  _ 

5th. __ 

Clevenger,  C _ 

53 

41.0 

4.8 

95.2 

Oklahoma _ 

8th . . 

Rizlay,  R _ 

22 

25.6 

6.5 

93.5 

1st _ 

Schwabc,  G.  B . . 

34 

46.  6 

8.5 

91.5 

Oregon . . 

Norblad,  W.l . . . 

67 

42.6 

12.5 

87.5 

2d . . 

Stockman,  L._  .... 

73 

41.0 

12.2 

87.8 

Pennsylvania _ 

21st _ 

Gross,  C.  H . . 

51 

46.6 

8.5 

91.5 

South  Dakota.... 

2d . . 

Case,  F _ 

65 

46.2 

2.8 

97.2 

Tennessee _ 

2d _ _ 

Jennings,  John,  Jr _ _ 

45 

54.3 

4.9 

95. 1 

Utah _ : . . 

2d  _ 

Dawson,  W.  A. . . . 

49 

43.3 

6.7 

93.3 

Vermont  . . 

Plumley,  C.  A . 

120 

56.6 

1.8 

98.2 

Virginia _ _ 

5th... r _ .... 

Stanley,  T.  B _ _ _  _. 

78 

56.6 

1.7 

98.3 

West  Virginia _ 

2d . . 

Snyder,  M.  C... . 

88 

48.  3 

1.4 

98.6 

7th  .. 

Murray,  R.  F . 

79 

67.3 

1.0 

99.0 

Barrett,  F.  A . . 

*74 

42.6 

7.0 

93.0 

business  to  analyze  roll  calls  here  in  the 
Congress  and  to  see  how  you  voted  and 
then  to  interpret  that  roll  call  and  send 
it  out  to  your  farmers.  I  am-  not  sure 
that  it  is  always  a  fair  interpretation, 
but  while  Mr.  Koch  is  a  very  engaging 
young  gentleman  who  came  before  the 
committee,  you  see  he  is  working  for  an 
organization  that  sells  limestone,  and 
they  have  some  200  producers,  large  and 
snlall.  The  small  producers  pay  $75  a 
year;  the  intermediate  size  producers 
pay  $150;  the  larger  producers  pay  $500. 
So  they  may  have  $35,000  or  $40,000  in 
the  kitty.  That  will  pay  for  Mr.  Koch’s 
salary  and  for  a  couple  of  girls  to  burn 
out  the  bearings  on  mimeograph  ma¬ 
chines  and  to  buy  oil  to  keep  the  bear¬ 
ings  cool,  so  that  these  mimeographed 
matters  may  be  sent  into  your  district. 
The  name  of  the  Member  is  here,  but 
I  will  not  use  it.  I  will  just  refer  to  it 
as  Mr.  X. 

National  Agricultural  Lime¬ 
stone  Association,  Inc., 

Washington,  D.  C. 

To  Farmers  in  Congressman  X's  District: 

As  you  may  know  Congressman  X  was  one 
of  the  Congressmen  who  voted  in  favor  of 
cutting  the  1947  agricultural-conservation 
program  from  $300,000,000  to  $150,000,000 
and  against  continuing  the  program  after 
this  year.  You  will  recall  that  there  were 
two  votes  taken  in  regard  to  this  problem. 
On  one  vote  the  vote  was  174  in  favor  and 
180  against  continuing  the  program  without 
any  cut.  In  other  words,  if  four  Congress¬ 
men  who  voted  against  the  program  had 
supported  it,  there  would  have  been  no  cut. 
On  the  other  vote  there  were  171  in  favor 
and  218  against  which,  of  course,  meant 
that  if  24  Congressmen  who  voted  against  it 
had  supported  it,  there  would  have  been  no 
reduction. 

From  my  10  years’  observation  of  this  pro¬ 
gram  before  taking  my  present  position  a 
year  ago,  I  feel  sure  an  overwhelming  ma¬ 
jority  of  the  farmers  approve  these  pro¬ 
grams.  This  was  verified  by  the  survey  we 
made  in  four  congressional  districts  last 
spring  when  over  90  percent  of  the  farmers 
voted  not  to  reduce  the?  appropriations  for 
these  programs.  I  have  recently  attended 
some  of  the  hearings  held  by  the  House  and 
Senate  Agriculture  Committees  both  in 
Washington  and  out  in  the  States  and  again 
an  overwhelming  majority  of  farmers  and 
representatives  of  farm  organizations  have 
testified  in  support  of  these  programs. 

This  association  has  decided  to  conduct  a 
survey  of  farmer  opinion  in  several  con¬ 
gressional  districts  where  Congressmen  voted 
against  these  programs,  in  order  that  there 
might  be  a  statistical  summary  of  farmer 
opinion  to  show  these  Congressmen.  There¬ 
fore,  will  you  return  the  enclosed  card  and 
Indicate  whether  or  not  you  agree  with  the 
stand  which  Congressman  X  took  in  voting 
on  the  Department  of  Agriculture  appropria¬ 
tion  bill  last  spring  when  he  helped  reduce 
this  program  for  1947  and  cut  it  in  half 
for  1948. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Robert  M.  Koch, 

Secretary. 

[Enclosure.] 

RETURNABLE  CARD 

Q  1.  Do  you  agree  with  your  Congressman 
that  the  agricultural  conservation  pro¬ 
gram  should  be  discontinued? 

□  2.  Do  you  disagree  with  your  Congress¬ 
man  and  think  that  this  program 
should  be  continued: 

a.  As  it  is  at  present? 

b.  With  a  larger  appropriation? 

c.  With  a  smaller  appropriation? 

Name _ , _ 

Address  _ _ _ 


I  call  your  particular  attention  to  the 
return  card  on  the  bottom  of  the  letter. 

Now,  you  see,  Mr.  Koch  says: 

My  more  \than  10  years’  observation  of 
this  program  before  taking  my  present  posi¬ 
tion. 

Where  was  Mr.  Koch  for  10  years? 

Mr.  Koch  was  in  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  and  had  worked  there  for 
more  than  9  years.  And  what  was  Mr. 
Koch’s  business  in  the  Department  of 
Agriculture?  He  was  in  the  Limestone 
Branch  of  the  AAA.  You  see,  Mr.  Koch 
speaks  as  an  expert,  and  so  now  from  his 
conning  tower  here  on  K  Street  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  he  looks  through  a  spyglass  upon 
the  roll  calls  and  then  he  analyzes  them; 
and  then  you  will  be  weighed  in  the  bal¬ 
ance  and  either  found  wanting  or  not 
wanting  in  proportion  as  you  vote  money 
to  buy  limestone,  whether  it  is  good  or 
whether  it  is  bad.  Now,  you  see  that  is 
pretty  brutal  pressure,  and  there  are 
other  pressures  coming  from  other 
sources.  So,  after  a  while,  it  is  an  in¬ 
teresting  speculation  and  it  is  more  than 
academic  for  this  good  reason :  How  long 
can  free  government  endure  if  it  be¬ 
comes  the  victim  of  sectional  and  group 
pressures  which  have  only  one  interest? 
And  that  is  to  see  how  much  they  can 
get  out  of  the  Federal  Treasury.  If  it 
continues  in  this  frank  and  unabashed 
form,  we  may  yet  see  the  day  prophesied 
by  Thomas  Babington  Macaulay  over  a 
hundred  years  age  when  he  said,  “Your 
Constitution  is  all  sheet  and  no  anchor 
and  that  free  government  may  yet 
vanish.” 

I  am  speaking  to  the  country  today 
and  I  hope  that  these  groups  will  relent 
in  this  business;  for,  after  all,  people  in 
this  body  are  only  human.  They  like 
to  be  reelected,  and  they  like  to  be  on 
the  right  side  of  their  people  if  they  can. 


I  am  now  serving  my  sixteenth  year  in 
this  body.  I  always  liked  to  be  in  con¬ 
sonance  with  the  feeling  of  the  people 
back  home  insofar  as  I  could  and  if  it 
did  not  contravene  my  conscience;  but 
I  reaffirm  that  this  is  a  humane  govern¬ 
ment,  and  that  is  the  reason  it  is  a  great 
government,  and  when  this  kind  of  busi¬ 
ness  begins  it  carries  on  and  on  and 
on  until  we  get  to  the  day  similar  to  that 
when  we  had  the  Capital  of  the  United 
States  at  York,  Pa,,  and  people  came  and 
almost  tried  to  overturn  it  with  their 
demands.  The  reason  there  Is  no  vote 
in  the  District  of  Columbia  today,  and 
the  reason  the  Congress  has  exclusive 
legislative  jurisdiction  over  an  area  10 
miles  square  was  for  the  purpose  of  as¬ 
suring  the  survival  of  free  constitutional 
government  in  this  country.  But  you 
see  the  radio,  the  multigraph,  and  the 
multilith  have  somehow  changed  this 
area  of  10  square  miles.  The  'pressure 
can  come  from  2,000  or  3,000  miles  away. 
Also  I  admonish  every  group  in  the  coun¬ 
try  today  to  be  pretty  careful  in  what 
they  ask  because  there  will  be  others  who 
will  match  their  demahds,  and  when  they 
do  in  sufficient  number  and  in  sufficient 
quantity  look  out  for  the  perpetuity  of 
free  government.  One  of  its  most  im¬ 
portant  segments  is  the  man  for  whom 
this  bill  is  being  considered  today,  the 
American  farmer.  I  tfiank  you. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
heard  with  the  deepest  regret,  a  regret 
which  I  am  certain  is  shared  by  all 
Members  of  the  House,  the  announce¬ 
ment  of  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  that 
this  is  the  last  bill  he  will  report  to  the 
House.  It  has  been  our  hope,  in  view  of 
his  rapid  recovery  he  would  be  in  a  po¬ 
sition  to  reverse  his  decision  and  return 
to  Congress. 
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Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not  believe  the  re¬ 
tirement  of  any  Member  of  the  House 
would  be  a  matter  of  such  universal  re¬ 
gret,  and  I  am  certain  that  the  retire¬ 
ment  of  no  other  Member  of  the  House 
!  would  more  adversely  affect  the  work  of 
the  Congress,  as  that  of  the  gentleman 
from  Iliinois. 

I  agree  with  him  when  he  says  that 
consideration  of  this  bill  is  an  anticlimax 
following  the  great  message  just  deliv¬ 
ered  by  the  President  of  the  United 
States.  But  it  is  not  an  inappropriate 
measure  under  the  circumstances. 

The  President  made  a  strong,  inspir¬ 
ing  announcement  of  the  determination 
of  the  United  States  to  resist  all  en¬ 
croachments  of  totalitarian  governments 
upon  the  sovereignty  of  free  countries, 
and  at  the  same  time  urgently  recom¬ 
mended  drastic  measures  to  meet  the 
situation.  Among  those  measures  was 
adequate  military  preparation. 

Mr.  Chairman,  food  is  as  much  a  muni¬ 
tion  of  war  as  is  gunpowder,  and  one  of 
the  determining  factors  which  turned 
the  scales  in  our  favor  in  the  recent  war 
was  not  only  the  vast  production  of  bur 
factories  but  the  equally  unprecedented 
production  of  our  farms. 

We  could  not  have  won  the  war  with¬ 
out  the  American  farmer,  and,  as  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  so  very  well  said, 
food  is  the  No.  1  requirement. 

So,  Mr.  Chairman,  it  seems  singularly 
appropriate  that  we  should  turn  from 
this  great  message,  with  its  inspiring  ap¬ 
peal,  which  I  am  certain  both  the  Con¬ 
gress  and  the  country  will  heed,  to  a 
measure  which  involves  the  production 
not  only  of  one  of  the  greatest  requisites 
in  peace  but  one  of  the  most  essential 
ammunitions  of  war. 

It  seems  also  at  this  time  particularly 
apropos  that  we  should  consider  the  fu¬ 
ture  of  the  American  farm  and  the  Amer¬ 
ican  farmer  at  this  critical  time,  with  a 
view  to  maintaining  the  standard  of  liv¬ 
ing  on  the  farm  and  thereby  maintaining 
efficient  farm  production  and  insuring 
production  of  an  adequate  supply  of  food, 
fiber,  and  material  whether  in  peace  or 
war,  both  for  our  own  industry  and  the 
industry  of  our  allies  should  eventualities 
require. 

For  7  years  the  American  farmer  has 
been  gearing  production  to  an  abnormal 
demand.  Never  before  have  we  required 
such  vast  quantities  of  food  as  in  the 
war  years  and  subsequent  years  for  our 
armies  and  the  armies  of  our  allies  and 
for  our  own  population  and  since  the 
war  for  the  population  of  democratic 
countries  in  Europe. 

Now,  if  war  does  not  come — and  God 
grant  that  it  may  not — and  the  demand 
for  food  in  this  country  drops  back  to 
normal,  not  merely  to  a  prewar  level  but 
to  the  level  of  the  increase  in  population 
and  the  increased  demand  of  industry 
Opon  the  products  of  the  American  farm, 
when  we  provide  for  domestic  consump¬ 
tion  alone  as  eventually  we  must  under 
such  circumstances,  we  will  be  producing 
at  a  rate  far  beyond  the  capacity  of  the 
domestic  market  to  consume.  It  follows 
inevitably  that  when  the  war  demand 
drops  the  same  disastrous  surpluses  will 
clog  the  market  that  wrecked  farm  prices 
after  the  First  World  War. 


We  remember  very  well  those  disas¬ 
trous  days  when  the  abnormal  demand 
of  the  first  war  subsided,  and  cotton  sold 
at  5  cents  a  pound,  hogs  at  $2  a  hundred, 
eggs  at  6  cents  a  dozen,  wheat  at  30  cents 
a  bushel,  and  the  American  farmer  lost 
his  shirt.  And  the  catastrophe  did  not 
stop  with  the  farmer.  When  the  farmer 
was  bankrupt  and  could  no  longer  buy, 
the  merchant  could  no  longer  sell  and 
the  factory  could  no  longer  produce  and 
there  was  no  longer  any  demand  for 
labor,  and  9,000,000  men  tramped  the 
streets  and  the  highways  and  rode  the 
rails  looking  for  a  job — any  kind  of  a  job 
that  would  provide  a  scant  living  for  his 
family.  Wall  Street  crashed  and  men 
shot  themselves  or  jumped  from  tall 
buildings. 

Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  history  repeats  it¬ 
self.  Again  we  are  starting  on  the  de¬ 
cline  that  has  followed  every  war.  It 
would  have  followed  this  war  immedi¬ 
ately  had  it  not  been  for  the  interna¬ 
tional  situation  which  maintained  tem¬ 
porarily  a  market  for  the  products  of  the 
American  farm.  And  it  will  certainly 
follow  when  we  are  limited  to  the  domes¬ 
tic  market  as  we  eventually  will  if  per¬ 
manent  peace  is  realized. 

To  meet  the  situation,  to  bring  the 
farmer  and  all  business  dependent  on 
his  patronage  out  of  the  depression,  Con¬ 
gress  from  1932  to  1946  instituted  re¬ 
forms  which  brought  American  agricul¬ 
ture  back  to  prosperity,  which  has  pre¬ 
served  our  soil  and  national  farm  re¬ 
sources,  and  which  has  brought  up  the 
income  and  the  standard  of  living  of  the 
American  farmer  to  where  it  is  today. 

In  this  Congress  we  are  faced  with  the 
question  as  to  whether  we  will  continue 
these  measures  which  have  rehabilitated 
American  agriculture  or  whether  we  will 
abandon  them  and  go  back  to  the  old 
laissez  faire  conditions  under  which  we 
sold  American  farms  as  long  as  anybody 
would  bid,  and  haft  of  the  country  banks 
of  the  Nation  closed  their  doors  and  labor 
and  industry  were  stagnated. 

We  are  confronted  here,  in  this  session, 
with  the  expiration  of  one  of  the  most 
important  of  these  measures  which 
brought  about  this  happy  rehabilitation 
and  the  current  national  prosperity.  At 
midnight  on  the  31st  day  of  December 
1948,  one  of  the  farm-parity  laws  expires. 
It  must  be  reenacted  before  the  end  of 
this  session,  and  nothing  has  as  yet  been 
done  to  extend  it,  to  continue  a.  floor  price 
under  farm  prices. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  a  report  has  been 
filed  by  a  subcommittee  of  the  other 
House,  recommending  a  new  law  which 
will  reduce  the  90  percent  of  parity  which 
the  Government  guarantees  the  Ameri¬ 
can  farmer  on  the  long-range  program 
and  substitute  a  sliding  scale  which  will 
give  the  farmer  about  75  percent  of 
parity. 

Even  90  percent  of  parity  was  10  per¬ 
cent  too  low.  Can  any  reasonable  man 
tell  us  why  the  American  farmer  should 
not  be  on  a  parity  with  any  other  Ameri¬ 
can  workman  or  producer? 

I  realize,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  there 
has  been  a  feeling  on  the  part  of  many 
consumers  that  the  farmer  is  rolling  in 
unparalleled  prosperity,  that  he  is  prof¬ 
iteering,  and  is  reaping  unheard-of  and 


disproportionate  profits.  The  statistics 
produced  before  this  committee  in  the 
hearings  on  this  bill  completely  repudi¬ 
ated  any  such  misconception.  We  were 
told  by  the  representatives  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  that  the  per 
capita  net  income  of  the  farmer  in  1940 
was  $243,  while  that  of  the  rest  of  the 
country  was  $697.  The  farmer  received 
only  about  a  third  of  the  income  of  those 
not  living  on  farms  who  worked  less 
hours  and  under  better  weather  condi¬ 
tions.  In  1946,  the  income  of  the  farmer, 
after  receiving  all  these  war  prices  we 
hear  so  much  about,  was  only  $779,  while 
everybody  else  got  an  average  per  capita 
income  of  $1,288.  Who  is  doing  the  prof¬ 
iteering  there?  They  also  testified  that 
for  the  year  1945,  the  latest  year  on  which 
statistics  are  available  for  the  purpose, 
24  percent  of  all  American  farms  earned 
an  annual  income  of  less  than  $400  each, 
and  two-thirds  of  all  the  farms  in  the 
United  States  averaged  a  gross  income  of 
only  $900  each.  These  are  cold  Govern¬ 
ment  statistics. 

And  the  trend  is  downward.  It  was 
shown  that  although  the  American 
farmer  received  higher  prices  in  1947 
than  in  1946,  his  net  profit  for  1947  was 
less  than  for  1946  for  the  reason  that 
everything  which  entered  into  his  cost 
of  living  and  into  his  expense  of  pro¬ 
duction  was  so  much  higher  in  1947  that 
the  net  return  was  less  than  for  1946. 

The  index  of  farm  prices  dropped 
9  percent  between  January  15  and  Feb¬ 
ruary  15 — the  sharpest  drop  since  the 
disastrous  twenties.  During  the  same 
period  the  index  of  prices  farmers  pay 
dropped  only  a  little  over  1  percent. 
That  brings  the  ratio  of  prices  paid  by 
the  farmer  to  prices  received  by  the 
farmer  down  to  the  lowest  point  since 
November  1942.  The  farmer’s  dollar 
today  is  worth  10  cents  less  than  a  month 
ago,  and  21  cents  less  than  its  peak  in 
October  1946.  And  there  is  every  indi¬ 
cation  that  the  decline  will  continue. 
Unless  prompt  steps  are  taken  we  are 
already  on  our  way  back  to  the  farm  col¬ 
lapse  which  followed  the  First  World 
War.  If  those  steps  are  to  be  taken  they 
must  be  taken  between  now  and  June, 
when  Congress  adjourns  for  the  Republi¬ 
can  National  Convention  at  Philadelphia. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  problem  of  main¬ 
taining  a  floor  under  the  price  of  farm 
products,  equivalent  to  the  floor  we  main¬ 
tain  under  industrial  wages  and  under 
industrial  profits  is  one  of  the  foremost 
problems  before  America  today,  whether 
we  vision  ahead  a  period  of  permanent 
peace  or  whether  we  reluctantly  concede 
that  the  only  price  of  safety  and  the 
preservation  of  our  form  of  government 
lies  in  the  arbitrament  of  the  sword. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri  has  expired. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  will 
take  an  additional  15  minutes. 

In  either  peace  or  in  war  we  must 
maintain  a  floor  under  the  price  of  Amer¬ 
ican  farm  products  commensurate  with 
that  maintained  under  every  other 
American  industry.  There- is  no  alterna¬ 
tive  but  farm  bankruptcy,  involving  uni¬ 
versal  unemployment  and  national  bank¬ 
ruptcy.  I  trust  those  who  bear  the  re¬ 
sponsibilities  of  leadership  will  give  us 
an  opportunity  to  take  action  at  an  early 
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day.  We  are  already  nearing  the  end  of 
the  session,  and  this  is  a  question  which 
is  entitled  to  full  debate  and  ample  con¬ 
sideration.  Opportunity  should  be  af¬ 
forded  to  consider  a  program  which  will 
continue  the  policy  which  has  raised  the 
farmer  and  the  country  to  the  highest 
degree  of  prosperity  in  the  history  of  any 
nation  in  the  world. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  yield  to  my  distin¬ 
guished  friend,  the  acting  chairman  of 
the  committee,  who,  in  my  opinion,  has 
contributed  as  much  to  the  welfare  of 
American  agriculture  as  any  man  who 
has  ever  served  in  the  American  Con¬ 
gress.' 

And  may  I  take  advantage  of  the  op¬ 
portunity,  Mr.  Chairihan,  to  say  here, 
what  I  have  already  said,  both  in  the  sub¬ 
committee  and  the  whole  committee, 
that  few  men  have  served  on  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Appropriations,  and  especially 
on  the  subcommittee  on  agricultural 
appropriations,  who  have  brought  to  the 
deliberations  of  the  committee  the  com¬ 
prehensive  knowledge  of  the  problems  of 
agriculture,  the  integrity  of  mind  and 
heart  and  the  ability  and  will  to  fight 
the  battles  of  the  American  farmer  as  the 
gentleman  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  H.  Carl 
Andersen]  .  I  am  not  of  the  gentleman’s 
party,  and  we  differ  on  partisan  ques¬ 
tions,  but  we  are  both  farmers  and  I 
thank  the  people  of  his  congressional  dis¬ 
trict  for  sending  here  and  keeping  him 
here  these  crucial  years.  He  has  added 
directly  to  the  cash  income  of  every 
farmer  in  the  Nation.  His  knowledge  of 
farm  needs,  his  familiarity  with  con¬ 
gressional  procedure  and  his  ripe  ex¬ 
perience  will  be  even  more  needed  in  the 
next  Congress.  . 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  I  appre¬ 
ciate  the  statement  of  the  gentleman 
very  much,  and  I  do  want  to  state  that 
I  am  glad  that  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
souri  brings  up  this  point  as  to  the 
necessity  of  doing  something  before  it  is 
too  late  toward  renewing  our  price  sup¬ 
port  floor.  That  is  of  the  greatest  im¬ 
portance  to  agriculture.  We  have  seen 
what  happened  last  month  when,  in  a 
few  days  time,  wheat  and  corn  took  a 
nose  dive,  dropping  over  half  a  dollar  a 
bushel.  In  case  certain  untoward  things 
develop,  there  is  no  telling  what  might 
happen  to  the  entire  financial  structure 
of  agriculture.  If  agriculture  suffers, 
the  entire  Nation  is  going  to  suffer  in  the 
ratio  of  seven  to  one. 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  am  especially  glad 
to  hear  the  gentleman  make  this  timely 
statement,  because  in  my  opinion  he  is 
one  of  the  most  eminent  authorities  on 
agricultural  matters  in  the  United 
States  today.  I  think  we  might  well 
heed  the  warning  which  he  voices  at  this 
time. 

Mr.  Chairman,  because  of  this  acute 
situation,  I  regretted  to  hear  the  sugges¬ 
tion  that  the  Commodity  Credit  Corpo¬ 
ration  be  deprived  of  the  extra  money 
aggregating  $5,000,000  which  it  received 
from  the  remnants  of  the  lend-lease 
funds  and  the  recommendation  that  this 
amount  be  covered  back  into  the  Treas¬ 
ury.  It  is  true  that  at  the  present  time 
the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  has 


ample  resources,  but  it  is  also  true  that 
with  the  funds  provided  by  the  Commod¬ 
ity  Credit  Corporation  we  have  been  able 
to  stabilize  the  market  for  American 
farm  products  and  through  its  operations 
have  been  able  to  carry  out  the  pledges 
of  the  Congress  to  the  American  farmer 
that  we  will  not  permit  him  to  again 
suffer  the  disastrous  deflation  which  fol¬ 
lowed  the  First  World  War.  I  sincerely 
hope  that  no  attempt  will  be  made  to 
deprive  the  Corporation  of  these  funds 
which  may  unexpectedly  become  impera¬ 
tively  essential  to  the  maintenance  of 
American  farm  prices. 

It  is  also  to  be  regretted  that  there  is 
persistent  effort  to  deprive  us  of  a  part 
of  section  32  funds  which  under  the  law 
are  available  for  the  stabilization  of  farm 
prices.  As  will  be  noted,  the  committee 
in  the  pending  bill  insists  that  they  be 
retained  uncommitted  for  the  use  for 
which  originally  authorized.  It  is  of  the 
greatest  importance  that  every  dollar  of 
this  fund  be  held  in  readiness  for  any 
emergency. 

In  this  connection  it  should  be  ob¬ 
served  with  regret  and  emphatic  protest 
that  in  the  great  bill  which  has  just 
passed  the  other  body  providing  for 
European  relief  a  provision  is  included 
which  in  effect  appropriates  the  unused 
residue  of  this  fund  for  the  current  year. 

For  the  current"  year  these  funds 
amounted  to  approximately  $149,000,000. 
Of  that  $149,000,000,  upon  the  recom¬ 
mendation  of  this  committee,  $44,000,- 
000  were  appropriated  for  the  purposes 
of  the  fund,  $65,000,000  for  the  school- 
lunch  program,  and  the  remaining 
$44,000,000  was  covered  into  the  Treas¬ 
ury. 

Tt  is  surprising  to  read  in  the  bill  S. 
2202,  providing  for  European  relief,  the 
bill  which  passed  the  Senate  Saturday, 
a  provision  providing  that  “rescission  of 
the  remainder  of  section  32  funds  by  the 
act  of  July  30,”  that  was  the  agricultural 
appropriation  bill  for  the  fiscal  year  1948, 
“is  hereby  canceled,”  which  amounts  to 
an  appropriation  of  $40,000,000  origi¬ 
nating  in  the  Senate.  It  is  an  encroach¬ 
ment  upon  prerogatives  of  the  House  and 
I  trust  that  when  that  bill  comes  before 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  that 
committee,  in  the  maintenance  of  the 
rights  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
since  the  ratification  of  the  Constitution, 
will  take  appropriate  action. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Extensive  hear¬ 
ings  have  been  held  and  a  great  deal  of 
publicity  has  occurred,  which  created 
what  seems  to  be  justifiable  fear  in  the 
minds  of  many  people  of  an  attempt  to 
tax  cooperatives,  which  I  think  would 
be  a  very  unwise  thing  to  do.  I  would 
like  to  ask  the  gentleman,  if  he  will  ac¬ 
cept  this  inquiry  at  this  time,  what  his 
views  are  on  that  question? 

Mr.  CANNON.  The  gentleman  raises 
a  very  pertinent  question.  Collective 
buying  and  selling  are  to  the  farmer 
what  collective  bargaining  is  to  labor 
and  collective  trade  associations  are  to 
industry.  The  individual  farmer  is  at  a 
disadvantage  in  the  market.  When  he 


drives  up  to  the  market  with  his  produce 
he  asks,  “What  are  you  paying?”  and  no 
matter  what  the  price  is  he  takes  it.  He 
has  no  alternative.  And  when  he  buys 
coal,  bindertwine,  machinery,  or  fencing 
he  asks,  “What  is  the  price?”  And  re¬ 
gardless  of  what  the  price  is,  he  pays  it — 
or  he  does  not  get  the  goods.  As  a  seller 
he  is  at  the  mercy  of  the  buyer.  And  as 
a  buyer  he  is  at  the  mercy  of  the  seller. 
They  are  organized  and  he  is  not.  But 
when  5,000  farmers  associate  themselves 
together,  as  all  other  producers  have 
done  time  out  of  mind,  and  go  into  the 
market  with  a  single  cooperative  as  their 
spokesman  they  receive  quite  a  different 
price  for  their  products  and  pay  a  much 
fairer  price  for  their  purchases. 

And  now  the  predatory  interests  who 
have  been  preying  on  the  farmer  are  en¬ 
deavoring  to  tax  his  cooperative  out  of 
existence.  They  would  deny  him  the 
right  of  collective  operations  which  they 
have  themselves  been  employing  since 
the  mind  of  man  runneth  not  to  the  con¬ 
trary.  But  in  the  language  of  the  great 
English  jurist,  the  right  to  tax  is  the 
right  to  destroy  and  I  join  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  in  protesting  against 
any  effort  to  impose  prohibitive  taxes 
on  farm  cooperatives  and  deny  the  farm¬ 
er  the  inalienable  right  of  organization 
and  cooperation.  The  farmer  is  at  a 
great  disadvantage  in  the  distribution 
and  marketing  of  his  products.  His 
prices  are  the  last  to  go  up  and,  as  the 
distinguished  gentleman  from  Minnesota 
says,  they  are  the  first  to  come  down, 
and  he  should  not  be  further  handi¬ 
capped  by  denying  him  the  privilege 
exercised  by  every  other  industry. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  California. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  My 
State  of  California  was  one  of  the  pio¬ 
neers  in  the  development  of  the  cooper¬ 
ative  marketing  system,  way  back  in  the 
days  of  Hiram  Johnson,  ab^ut  1912  or 
1914.  Has  the  gentleman  heard  of  any 
plan  to  tax  the  cooperatives  where  the 
main  effort  of  the  cooperative  is  for  the 
farmers  to  join  forces  and  have  a  busi¬ 
ness  agency  handle  the  marketing  of 
their  fruits? 

Mr.  CANNON.  California  was  one  of 
the  pioneer  States  in  cooperative  work. 
It  has  supplied  the  models  upon  which 
many  of  the  other  States,  including  my 
own,  have  based  their  cooperative  mar¬ 
keting  organizations. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  I  wish 
to  make  the  observation,  if  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Missouri  will  indulge  me,  that 
as  a  result  of  the  cooperative  movement 
in  my  State  the  cost  of  fruits,  nuts,  and 
vegetables  has  been  reduced  to  the  con¬ 
sumer  and  they  have  raised  the  quality 
of  the  product  which  goes  on  the  market. 
Their  efforts  have  assured  good  fruits, 
good  vegetables,  good  nuts  going  to  the 
American  housewife*  That  is  another 
product  that  has  come  out  of  these  co¬ 
operatives. 

Mr.  CANNON.  It  has  increased  ap¬ 
preciably  the  quality  of  its  product  and 
has  thereby  benefited  both  the  producer 
and  the  consumer. 
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The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri  has  expired. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
myself  10  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not  approve,  and 
I  have  many  times  on  this  floor  criticized 
efforts  to  bring  undue  influence  to  bear 
on  Members  of  the  House.  I  am  not  ac¬ 
quainted  with  the  efforts  of  any  limestone 
association  or  organization  to  influence 
the  members  of  the  committee  or  other 
Members  of  the  House.  And  I  am  not  in 
sympathy  with  any  such  efforts  if  the 
attempt  has  been  made  to  bring  undue 
influence  to  bear.  But  I  do  know,  Mr. 
Chairman,  that  the  provision  under 
which  the  farmer  is  encouraged  to  lime 
his  land  should  be  considered  on  its 
merits  and  that  any  group  or  association 
which  has  distributed  literature  on  the 
subject  should  not  be  made  a  whipping 
post  to  discredit  the  importance  of  the 
use  of  limestone  in  increasing  produc¬ 
tion  and  protecting  land  from  erosion. 

I  was  glad  to  hear  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  Illinois  pay  a  special 
tribute  to  research,  for  along  with  hybrid 
corn  and  with  the  introduction  of  soy¬ 
beans,  and  so  forth,  the  application  of 
limestone  to  land  throughout  the  coun¬ 
try  has  been  one  of  the  most  beneficial 
practices  ever  brought  about  by  research 
and  modern  scientific  agricultural  meth¬ 
ods.  You  can  search  through  the  length 
and  breadth  of  the  land,  and  the  use  of 
lime,  agricultural  lime,  has  now  become 
universal,  and  you  will  not  find  a  single 
farmer  anywhere  who  will  not  tell  you 
that  the  use  of  limestone  in  neutralizing 
the  acid  soils  has  not  been  of  inestimable 
benefit.  It  has  increased  production  and 
it  has  protected  the  land  against  erosion. 
Anyone  who  encourages  the  use  of  lime¬ 
stone  on  the  American  farm  is  not  only 
contributing  to  the  farm  economy  but  to 
the  economy  and  prosperity  of  the  coun¬ 
try  as  a  whole. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not  know  the  man 
who  wrote  the  letter  referred  to  here. 
We  are  told  he  was  at  one  time  an  em¬ 
ployee  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture. 
That  is  neither  relative  nor  material. 
Some  of  the  big  interests  have  come  here 
and  enlisted  Members  of  Congress  in 
their  publicity  staffs  and  they  are  now 
enrolled  as  lobbyists  in  the  records  of  the 
Clerk  of  the  House.  They  have  taken 
some  of  the  most  prominent  and  influen¬ 
tial  Members  off  of  this  floor  and  so  the 
fact  that  this  man  was  once  in  the  em¬ 
ploy  of  the  Government  is  not  material. 

I  certainly  do  not  condone  any  im¬ 
proper  methods  of  influencing  Members 
of  the  House,  but  in  the  absence  of  such 
methods  it  is  difficult  to  confer  a  greater 
favor  on  the  American  farmer  than 
encouraging  the  use  of  limestone. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  California. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  In  the 
absence  of  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 
I  think  I  should  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  the  point  is  not  really  that  the 
young  man  who  wrote  the  letter  was 
formerly  a  member  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture,  although  in  the  Department 
he  had  been  buying,  limestone,  but  the 
fact  that  in  sending  out  these  pressure 


letters  he  was  not  accurate  in  his  state¬ 
ments.  I  think  that  was  the  point  in¬ 
volved.  I  also  think  we  should  say  that 
in  spite  of  his  efforts  the  committee  did 
not  in  any  way  hold  it  against  the  lime¬ 
stone  industry,  hoping  that  perhaps  as 
the  years  pass  and  as  experience  comes 
on  his  shoulders,  he  will  learn  not  to  do 
things  that  way. 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  did  not  see  the  letter 
and  did  not  know  the  man  who  wrote 
the  letter  was  charged  with  untrue 
statements.  That  would  completely  al¬ 
ter  the  situation.  But  in  any  event  I 
trust  any  action  by  any  organization  will 
not  be  made  the  occasion  of  repealing 
any  provisions  of  law  or  denying  appro¬ 
priations  which  have  heretofore  been 
employed  in  encouraging  the  use  of  lime¬ 
stone  in  agriculture. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  a  better  bill  than 
was  presented  in  the  last  Congress, 
though  that  is  not  saying  a  great  deal, 
because  the  bill  presented  in  the  last 
Congress  was  the  worst  agriculture 
appropriation  bill  ever  presented  to  the 
Congress  in  the  history  of  the  United 
States.  While  this  bill  is  a  little  bit  bet¬ 
ter  and  makes  a  few  increases,  which 
were  necessitated  by  the  fact  that  we 
came  within  4  votes  of  recommitting  the 
last  bill,  it  is  still  far  short  of  what  we 
ought  to  do  in  order  to  preserve  the 
American  industry  which  is  our  main¬ 
stay  in  time  of  peace  and  our  greatest 
defense  in  time  of  war. 

(Mr.  CANNON  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Miller]. 

[Mr.  MILLER  of  Connecticut  ad¬ 
dressed  the  Committee.  His  remarks 
will  appear  hereafter  in  the  Appendix.] 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
yield  such  time  as  he  may  desire  to  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  CrosserL 

ECONOMIC  JUSTICE  WOULD  BRING  PEACE  IN 
INDUSTRY 

Mr.  CROSSER.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
dispute  in  regard  to  so-called  labor  laws 
has  made  one  fact  very  clear.  There  has 
been  shown  more  ill  will  than  clear  think¬ 
ing  given  to  the  subject  of  just  working 
conditions  and  wages. 

Without  unreasonable,  despotic  power, 
or  oppression,  justice  in  the  distribution 
of  wealth  may  be  assured  in  a  way  that 
is  clear  and  logical,  and  may  be  stated, 
as  follows: 

Discover  the  natural  law.  and  into  harmony 
with  it  adjust  the  laws  of  human  govern¬ 
ments. 

The  earth  exists  and  is  governed  in  ac¬ 
cord  with  law  which  is  altogether  just. 
That  law  is  not  in  anyway  dependent 
on  the  vain  conceited  notions  of  any  hu¬ 
man  being  or  group  of  human  beings 
whose  egotism  craves  the  official  power 
to  direct  the  lives  of  all  other  people. 

A  proper  understanding  of  the  princi¬ 
ples  of  political  economy,  and  of  the  cor¬ 
rect  application  of  the  same  to  the  prob¬ 
lems  which  distress  the  people,  would 
soon  bring  about  the  reign  of  economic 
justice.  The  adjustment  of  men’s  con¬ 
duct  and  actions,  in  harmony  with  the 


true  laws  of  life,  would  thus  be  assured 
and  soon  we  would  have  the  glorious  rule 
of  right  with  all  of  its  joys. 

Let  us  consider,  then,  the  principles, 
which,  if  properly  obeyed,  will  assure  all 
men  their  rights,  banish  hate  and  estab¬ 
lish  universal  brotherhood. 

There  are  three  factors  engaged  in  the 
production  of  all  goods.  They  are  labor, 
capital,  and  what  may  be  named  as  either 
natural  resources,  land  or  the  earth.  To 
assure,  by  law,  to  each  of  these  factors  its 
just  share  in  what  may  be  produced  by 
the  united  action  of  the  three  factors  just 
named  must  be  the  chief  aim  of  true 
statesmanship. 

Now,  everything  which  people  use  or 
consume  must  be  derived  from  the  earth. 
Our  first  task,  therefore,  in  our  effort  to 
find  out  what  is  the  fair  share  of  each 
of  the  three  factors  is  to  understand, 
first  of  all,  what  are  men’s  rights  in  re¬ 
gard  to  the  control  of  the  land,  called 
also  natural  resources  or  land. 

First  let  us  note  that  rightful  owner¬ 
ship  of  anything,  whatsoever,  exists  be¬ 
cause  the  person  claiming  such  owner¬ 
ship  either  has  made  what  he  claims  to 
own  or  has  given  for-  it,  something  of 
equal  value  to  someone  who  had  acquired 
it  rightfully. 

One  Power  is  the  sole  cause  of  the  ex¬ 
istence  of  the  earth’s  population.  It  is 
clear,  too,  that  the  Power  which  produced 
the  earth’s  inhabitants  created  also  the 
earth  itself.  Certainly  no  human  being 
ever  created  or  could  create  a  single  par¬ 
ticle  of  the  earth.  Reason  requires  us 
also  to  regard  the  one  Power  as  the 
Father  to  the  earth’s  inhabitants.  If, 
however,  the  Creator  is  parent  to  the 
earth’s  beings,  then  we  cannot  reason¬ 
ably  believe  that  that  Power,  the  Father, 
would  or  could  be  unfair  or  unjust  to  any 
of  His  creatures.  On  the  contrary,  in¬ 
stead  of  being  unfair,  He  has  provided 
equal  rights  for  all  His  creatures  in  the 
bounty  which  He  has  supplied. 

What  then,  with  due  regard  for  jus¬ 
tice  to  all,  is  the  true  nature  of  men’s 
rights  in  the  earth? 

Surely  no  person  could  be  given  ex¬ 
clusive  ownership  of  the  earth,  or  any 
part  of  it,  without  injustice  to  all  other 
beings.  No;  on  the  other  hand,  the  nat¬ 
ural  resources,  the  land,  is  the  common 
heritage  of  all  mankind,  and  must  be 
used  on  the  basis  of  equal  rights  to  all 
and  special  privilege  to  none. 

In  order  to  illustrate  the  true  nature 
of  men’s  rights  in  the  bounty  called  the 
earth,  furnished  by  the  Creator,  let  us 
suppose  that  we  are  at  the  beginning 
of  history,  when  we  find  but  one  man 
on  the  earth.  Whether  you  call  that 
first  man  John  or  Adam,  we  may  be 
sure  that  he  will  try  to  satisfy  his  desires 
with  the  least  effort  necessary.  That  is 
natural.  He  would,  therefore,  choose, 
for  his  use  that  part  of  the  earth  which, 
because  of  location  or  natural  richness, 
will  produce  the  largest  amount  of  goods 
as  the  result  of  his  labor.  In  other 
words,  he  would  take  the  most  produc¬ 
tive  part  of  the  earth,  and  his  labor 
would  produce  more  from  that  part  of 
the  earth  than  it  would  secure  from  any 
other  part  of  equal  size. 

After  the  first  man,  however,  had 
taken  possession  of  the  best  tract  of 
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land,  the  second  man  comes  along  and 
demands  possession  of  the  same  tract  of 
land.  The  first  man,  of  course,  says  that 
he  will  not  give  up  possession  because  he, 
the  first  man,  owns  the  choice  land. 
The  second  man  then  asks  the  first  man 
for  what  reason  the  first  man  claims  to 
be  the  owner,  the  exclusive  owner,  of 
the  very  best  tract  of  land.  The  first 
man  then  answers:  “It  is  mine  because 
I  saw  it  first.”  The  second  man  then 
asks  the  first  man:  “Do  you  mean  to 
say,  because  of  the  mere  fact  that  the 
light  was  first- reflected  from  this  tract 
of  land  to  your  eyes  instead  of  to  my 
eyes  that,  therefore,  you  have  the  exclu¬ 
sive  right  and  title  to  the  best:  of  all 
tracts  of  land?”  The  first  man,  being 
a  reasonable  person  then  answers:  “Well, 
I  must  admit  that  the  reason  I  gave  you 
is  not  logical  but,  nevertheless,  my  right 
to  this  land  is  as  good  as  yours.”  The 
second  man  admits  that  to  be  true,  also. 
In  order,  therefore,  to  assure  justice  to 
both  men,  it  is  agreed  by  them  that 
whatever  amount  of  goods  may  be  pro¬ 
duced  from  the  first  tract  of  land,  more 
than  from  the  next  best  tract  of  land 
by  the  same  amount  and  quality  of  labor, 
is  clearly  due  to  the  natural  advantage 
in  the  first  tract  of  land,  such  as  its 
better  location,  its  chemical  elements, 
or  because  of  some  other  natural  ad¬ 
vantage  possessed  by  the  first  tract  of 
land.  In  other  words,  the  first  tract 
of  land  has  greater  productive  power 
because  of  its  location,  its  natural  rich¬ 
ness,  or  because  of  some  other  quality 
given  to  it  by  the  Creative  Power.  Cer¬ 
tainly,  then,  the  greater  production  from 
the  first  tract  of  ground  is  not  due  to 
either  the  mental  effort  or  physical  labor 
of  any  human  being.  Such  being  the 
case,  both  men  are  entitled  to  equal 
shares  in  what  is  produced  from  the  first 
tract  of  land,  more  than  what  is  pro¬ 
duced  by  like  effort  from  the  second 
best  tract. 

It  is  agreed,  therefore,  that  the  first 
man  will  finish  his  year’s  work  on  tract 
No.  1,  and  that  the  second  man,  for  the 
same  length  of  time,  will  apply  the  same 
amount  and  quality  of  labor  to  the  next 
best  tract  of  land  of  like  area.  They 
agree  also  that  whatever  is  produced  then 
from  the  first  tract  of  land  more  than 
what  is  produced  from  the  second  tract, 
by  the  same  amount  and  quality  of  labor 
by  the  second  man,  is  due  to  the  better 
advantages  in  tract  No.  1  and,  therefore, 
is  to  be  divided  between  the  two  men  at 
the  end  of  the  year.  This  assures  each 
person  of  the  full  value  of  his  labor  and 
also  assures  him  of  his  fair  share  of  what 
is  altogether  due  to  the  better  advantage 
afforded,  by  nature,  in  the  first  trjict  of 
land. 

Now,  whether  the  number  of  persons 
on  the  earth  is  2  or  2,000,000,000,  the 
principle  just  explained  applies  in  the 
same  way.  Whatever  part  of  production 
is  due  to  better  natural  advantage,  that 
part  surely  belongs  rightly  to  all  the  peo¬ 
ple  in  common,  called  society.  Every 
person,  of  course,  must  be  assured  of  pos¬ 
session  of  the  land  occupied  by  him;  for 
the  time  for  which  he  pays  to  society,  or 
its  government,  the  value  of  the  amount, 
by  which  the  reasonably  possible  produc¬ 


tion  of  the  land,  occupied  by  him,  ex¬ 
ceeds  the  reasonably  possible  production, 
from  a  like  area  of  the  least  productive 
land,  occupied  by  any  person.  The  value 
per  year,  of  this  difference  in  produc¬ 
tive  power,  is  what  is  called  economic 
rent.  Whether  it  be  industrial  land,  city 
land,  or  farm  land  the  economic  rent 
of  such  land  is  the  value  of  what,  by  a 
certain  amount  and  quality  of  labor,  it 
will  produce  more  than  will  be  produced 
by  the  same  amount  of  labor  from  a  like 
area  of  the  least  productive  land  occu¬ 
pied  by  anyone. 

Economic  rent  is  the  amount  which  is 
justly  due  to  society,  to  all  the  people  in 
common,  for  the  right  given  by  society 
for  the  possession  of  natural  resources. 
Economic  rent  is,  therefore,  the  only 
proper  source  from  which  government 
should  collect  the  money  necessary  to 
pay  its  expenses. 

Instead,  however,  of  using  this  just 
method,  the  method  which  would  reward 
men  for  their  industry  and  enterprise, 
resulting  in  better  and  increased  produc¬ 
tion,  the  expense  of  government  has  been 
taken  wrongly  from  the  people,  by  taxa¬ 
tion,  from  what  by  their  own  efforts  they 
have  produced.  This  method  of  getting 
revenue  to  pay  the  expense  of  govern¬ 
ment  has  discouraged  enterprise  and  re¬ 
tarded  business.  The  cost  of  govern¬ 
ment  has  been  paid  from  taxes  unjustly 
collected  from  values  created  in  goods 
produced  by  labor  and  capital.  It  cer¬ 
tainly  should  be  clear  to  anyone  that  all 
taxes  put  upon  goods  are  penalties  which 
hold  back  production.  Surely,  everyone 
can  see  also  that  such  taxes  increase  the 
price  of  goods.  They  also  lessen  sales, 
because  the  higher  becomes  the  price  of 
goods,  the  smaller  is  the  amount  of  goods 
that  can  be  sold.  The  demand  for  goods 
lessens,  as  the  price  of  the  same  rises. 
That  means  less  profit  for  the  seller  and 
less  wages  for  employees. 

The  ihjustice  and  harm  which  results 
from  such  unjust  system  of  taxation  may 
be  seen  on  every  side  and  continue  dur¬ 
ing  every  minute  of  our  lives.  All  things 
men  produce  are  taxed.  The  owner  is 
taxed — in  effect,  fined — on  account  of 
every  improvement  he  may  make  on  his 
house,  barn,  garage,  fence,  or  other  of 
the  many  changes  made  by  him,  which 
may  improve  the  living  conditions  of 
himself,  his  family,  and  in  fact,  of  the 
whole  community.  Instead  of  being  en¬ 
couraged  to  make  progress  and  to  im¬ 
prove  the  standard  of  life,  and  instead  of 
being  commended  for  doing  so,  men  are 
taxed — fined — punished  because  they 
improve  conditions.  Some  governments 
even  tax  the  householder  on  account  of 
every  pane  of  glass  he  puts  in  windows 
to  allow  the  daylight  to  enter  his  house 
to  brighten  it.  Practically  all  of  the 
different  kinds  of  goods  needed  by  the 
people  for  their  welfare  are  taxed  many, 
many  times — in  fact  are  collected  on  ac¬ 
count  of  the  sale  of  everything  used  or 
consumed  by  people  during  their  entire 
lives. 

Now  all  taxes  on  building  improve¬ 
ments  and  on  all  goods  which  increase 
people’s  comfort  and  health,  surely,  un¬ 
avoidably  lower  the  standards  of  living 
and  retard  the  progress  of  civilization. 


All  taxes  on  things  produced  by 
labor  and  capital  reduce  the  sales  of  such 
goods.  This  is  so  because  the  taxes  in¬ 
cluded  in  their  cost  price  increase  their 
price.  That,  of  course,  makes  it  harder 
for  people  tobuy  the  goods.  The  wages 
paid  workers  are  then  less,  because 
less  goods  are  sold.  Fewer  workers  are 
needed  therefore  to  produce  the  smaller 
supply  of  goods  manufactured.  That  re¬ 
sults  in  unemployment  for  many  people. 
The  unemployed  seek  the  same  jobs  and 
offer  to  work  for  less  than  the  regular 
wages  in  order  to  have  a  means  of  earn¬ 
ing  a  living.  Prosperity  and  progress 
are  delayed,  because  governments,  to  pay 
expenses,  take  by  taxation  a  big  part  of 
what  is  produced  by  labor  and  capital. 
Men  are  thereby  punished  for  their  in¬ 
dustry  and  discouraged  in  their  efforts  to 
be  enterprising. 

Yes,  every  excise  tax,  sales  tax,  and 
every  other  like  tax  on  the  sale  of  goods, 
certainly  holds  back  business  constantly. 

Nevertheless,  men  are  taxed  more  and 
more  as  they  become  more  industrious 
and  enterprising  in  the  production  of  the 
comforts  needed  for  a  better  general 
standard  of  living.  Indefensible  as  is  the 
taxing  of  men,  as  they  become  more  in¬ 
dustrious,  more  enterprising,  and  produce 
more  goods,  a  much  greater  evil  results. 
Because  of  the  failure  to  collect  govern¬ 
ment  expenses,  from  the  economic  rent 
of  natural  resources,  it  is  not  expensive 
to  hold  the  resources  out  of  use.  This  re¬ 
sults  in  monopoly  and  deprives  the 
people  of  the  benefit  of  competition. 

The  failure  to  collect  the.  expenses  of 
government  from  the  economic  rent  of 
natural  resources,  controlled  by  monop¬ 
olists,  causes  the  loss  of  vast  amounts 
of  revenue  which  would  provide  abun¬ 
dantly  for  the  very  best  quality  of  gov¬ 
ernment.  Instead  of  doing  this,  how¬ 
ever,  people  are  taxed,  punished,  because 
they  have  been  industrious  in  making 
useful  goods  and  in  improving  property 
to  make  it  more  comfortable,  more  at¬ 
tractive,  more  sanitary,  and  better  in 
every  way  for  everybody. 

Much  has  been  said  about  the  im- 
potanc.e  of  free  enterprise  and  individual 
initiative,  and  yet  when  people  earnestly 
try  to  be  industrious  and  enterprising, 
they  are  taxed  (that. is,  fined),  punished 
for  their  intelligent  effort  to  be  enter¬ 
prising  and  for  attempting  to  be  indus¬ 
trious  instead  of  lazy. 

The  true  principle  may  be  stated  as 
follows:  Justice  requires  that  men  be 
taxed  according  to  the  value  of  the  privi¬ 
lege  they  enjoy  at  the  hands  of  society, 
of  government,  and  that  they  should  not 
be  taxed — fined — according  to  the  effort 
they  make  to  live  decently  and  to  be  bet¬ 
ter  citizens,  and  should  not  be  punished 
by  a  fine — called  taxes — because  they  use 
their  understanding  and  ability  to  be 
enterprising. 

The  collection  of  the  cost  of  govern¬ 
ment,  from  economic  rent,  is  the  fairest 
and  the  most  scientifio  method  of  secur¬ 
ing  abundant  revenue  for  the  best  quality 
of  government.  The  value  of  land,  and 
income  derived  from  land,  results  from 
the  presence  and  activity  of  society,  of 
the  community. 
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The  market  value  of  the  land  or  nat¬ 
ural  resources  exists  because  of  the  pres¬ 
ence  of  population.  In  1626  Manhattan 
Island,  upon  which  New  York  City  is 
located,  was  bought  by  a  group  of  Hol¬ 
landers  from  the  Indians  for  $24.  On 
December  31,  1934,  the  official  value  of 
the  land,  exclusive  of  improvements,  was 
$4,600,000,000.  The  land  in  and  about 
the  Cleveland  Public  Square  originally 
had  so  little  market  value  that  it  was 
used  for  pasture.  Now  the  value  of  the 
land  within  a  few  hundred  yards  of  the 
square  is  measured  in  millions  of  dollars. 
We  could  give  an  unlimited  number  of 
examples  of  like  experiences  involving 
great  increases  in  the  market  value  of 
land  in  all  parts  of  the  country.  All  of 
such  increases  in  value  are  due  to  the 
same  cause,  namely,  the  increase  in 
population.  The  increase  in  population 
results  in  the  construction  of  more  build¬ 
ings,  and  the  erection  of  new  buildings 
requires  much  material  and  the  employ¬ 
ment  of  many  workers.  All  this,  of 
course,  results  in  better  business. 

The  improvement  and  increase  in 
business  raises  the  market  value  of  the 
ground  where  such  business  is  carried 
on.  The  presence  of  the  greater  popu¬ 
lation,  the  larger  community,  increases 
business,  and  the  improved  business  in¬ 
creases  the  market  value  of  the  land. 
The  value  of  the  land  was  not  created 
by  the  person  who  by  chance  may  have 
had  title  to  the  land.  Instead,  the  pres¬ 
ence  of  the  larger  population,  the  larger 
community  caused  the  increase  in  the 
value  of  the  land.  The  yearly  income 
paid  to  the  owner  of  land  was  not  in  any 
sense  earned  by  the  owner  but  was  due 
altogether  to  the  presence  of  a  greater 
number  of  people  whose  activity  and 
enterprise  helped  to  improve  business 
in  general.  Certainly,  then,  the  com¬ 
munity  which  has  caused  the  increased 
income  from  the  land  is  entitled  to  col¬ 
lect  from  that  income  the  cost  of  the 
community  government. 

It  will  now  be  admitted,  I  am  sure,  that 
serious  injustice  and  great  wrong  have 
been  suffered  by  the  people  because  of 
the  unwise  methods  of  taxation  com¬ 
monly  used  by  governments  to  secure 
money  to  pay  their  expenses. 

We  have  shown  that  land  values  and 
the  income  or  interest  on  the  values 
created  by  the  presence  of  a  larger  pop¬ 
ulation,  the  larger  community,  have  not 
been  paid  to  society,  to  the  people  as  a 
whole,  whose  presence,  industry,  and  en¬ 
terprise  created  the  land  values  and  the 
income  or  interest  paid  on  them.  No; 
on  the  contrary,  the  increased  land  val¬ 
ues  and  the  income  on  the  same  have 
been  handed  over  to  private  persons  who 
were  neither  the  cause  of  nor  the  cre¬ 
ators  of  the  land'  values  or  the  interest 
or  income  paid  on  same. 

The  community’s  loss  of  the  interest 
on  these  increased  land  values,  handed 
over  to  privileged  private  persons,  is  bad 
enough,  and  violates  every  principle  of 
justice.  To  add  insult  to  injury,  how¬ 
ever,  after  giving  the  economic  rent  to 
private  persons,  in  order  to  pay  Govern¬ 
ment  expenses,  people  are  robbed — le¬ 
gally,  of  course — of  what  they  produce 
by  their  labors.  If  the  family  improves 
the  home  then  it  is  taxed— fined.  If 


people  erect  buildings  and  increase  the 
value  of  the  land  in  the  neighborhood, 
they  are  taxed  for  putting  up  the  build¬ 
ings  which  improve  the  community.  On 
the  other  hand,  the  persons  who  hold 
their  land  idle — while  it  increases  in 
value  because,  of  their  neighbor’s  work, 
enterprise,  improvements,  and  building — 
are  not  taxed,  or  are  taxed  but  little  on 
their  increased  land  values.  Taxes  are 
put  upon  everything  people  make  or  buy 
from  other  makers  to  improve  their 
standard  of  living,  and  improve  com¬ 
munity  life.  Business  is  retarded,  the 
progress  of  civilization  is  slackened  and 
halted  because  men  are  taxed — pun¬ 
ished— for  producing,  to  sell,  things  need¬ 
ed  for  the  health,  comfort,  and  refine¬ 
ment  of  the  people  in  general. 

There  is  a  wrong,  however,  far  greater 
even  and  much  more  harmful  to  the 
people  than  the  loss  of  money  caused 
by  the  failure  to  collect  revenue  from 
the  land  values  created  by  the  public; 
a  wrong  even  greater  than  the  taking 
by  taxation,  from  the  people,  of  a  part 
of  the  value  of  what  they  produce  by 
their  labor  to  supply  the  needs  of  society 
and  to  make  life  more  wholesome  and 
pleasant.  That  evil  consists  of  the  mo¬ 
nopolies,  the  power  given  to  a  few  per¬ 
sons,  as  a  result  of  the  failure  to  collect 
from  such  persons  the  expenses  of  gov¬ 
ernment  from  the  values  created,  added 
to  the  land,  by  the  presence  and  activity 
of  the  people,  the  community. 

This  failure  to  collect  the  cost  of  gov¬ 
ernment  from  the  income,  created  by  the 
community’s  presence  and  activity, 
makes  it  possible  and  easy  for  the  mo¬ 
nopolists  to  hold  out  of  use,  or  use  but 
inefficiently,  the  land  or  resources,  in 
their  possession.  They  can  and  do  hold 
out  of  use,  the  land,  the  resources,  be¬ 
cause  their  refusal  or  failure  to  use  them 
costs  them  little  or  nothing.  While  the 
land  is  held  idle  they  are  relieved  of  the 
necessity  of  exerting  any  effort:  They 
need  not  use  funds  they  may  have,  to 
carry  on  any  business.  The  greatest 
wrong  of  all,  however,  consists  of  the  fact 
that  they  can  and  do  prevent  other  peo¬ 
ple  from  using  the  land. 

By  collecting  the  money  needed  by 
government  from  economic  rent  it  would 
make  it  impossible  for  anybody  to  mo¬ 
nopolize  the  natural  resources  and  to 
hold  them  for  speculative  purposes.  The 
holders  of  land  would  be  compelled,  then, 
to  make  good  use  of  the  land  or  natural 
resources,  in  order  to  have  the  money  to 
pay  their  taxes.  Because  the  monop¬ 
olizers  would  be  compelled  to  use  the 
natural  resources,  in  order  to  have  money 
to  pay  their  taxes,  they  would  need  work¬ 
ers  and  there  would  thus  be  created  a 
demand  for  labor.  The  owners  of  land, 
of  natural  resources,  throughout  the 
country  would  be  influenced  and  act  in 
the  same  way  and  all  industry,  com¬ 
merce,  and  agriculture  would  therefore 
flourish.  Unwilling  idleness  would  soon 
be  unknown,  and  the  so-called  wage 
problem  would  settle  itself.  The  wage 
problem  would  no  longer  exist  because, 
if  men  were  not  paid  fair  wages  and 
given  good  working  conditions,  they 
could  go  to  fair-minded  employers  who 
would  be  glad  to  hire  them  on  just 
terms. 


To  illustrate  what  has  just  been  said, 
let  us  suppose,  for  example,  that  all  the 
known  oil  lands  were  located  in  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Ohio,  and  West  Virginia,  and  one 
or  a  few  men  were  to  have  title  to  the 
full  and  unlimited  ownership  and  con¬ 
trol  of  the  same,  and  could  hold  it  out  of 
use  by  paying  trifling  taxes  amounting  to 
not  much  more  than  the  taxes  on  poor 
farm  land,  this  is  what  would  likely  hap¬ 
pen.  The  holders  of  such  oil  lands  would 
use  such  part  of  the  lands  as  might  be 
required  to  supply  kerosene — coal  oil — to 
the  people  burning  the  same  to  make 
what  was,  at  the  time,  a  new  kind  of 
light.  The  oil  landholders  could  then 
raise  the  price  of  coal  oil  as  high  as  they 
might  please,  unless  they  should  make 
the  price  so  high  as  to  cause  people  to 
stop  using  coal  oil  and  to  begin  again  to 
burn  candles  for  light.  Moreover,  since 
the  owners  would  be  the  only  employers 
of  expert  oil  workers,  the  monopolists 
could  constantly  reduce  the  wages  paid 
the  expert  oil  workers,  unless  they  should 
reduce  such  wages  to  or  below  the  level 
of  unskilled  workers’  wages,  and  thus 
drive  the  oil  workers  to  accept  employ¬ 
ment  at  work  requiring  no  special  skill. 

We  have  here  noted,  and  explained  the 
injustice  which  was  the  sure  result  of 
permitting  the  private  monopoly  of  oil 
lands.  Like  injustice  would  result  from 
permitting  the  private  monopoly  of  other 
natural  resources  such  as  iron-ore  land, 
copper-ore  land,  zinc-ore  land,  lead-ore 
land,  other  kinds  of  ore  land  and  land 
underlaid  with  coal,  or  land  which,  be¬ 
cause  of  the  presence  of  a  large  popula¬ 
tion,  is  valuable  for  factory  or  business 
purposes. 

Private  monopoly  of  natural  resources, 
of  any  part  of  the  earth,  makes  it  pos¬ 
sible  for  the  few  who  are  given  such 
monopoly  to  accumulate  great  wealth, 
which  they  do  not  earn  by  either  manual 
labor  or  mental  effort.  A  far  worse  evil 
than  the  possession,  by  monopolists,  of 
'their  unearned  wealth,  however,  is  the 
power  which  enables  monopolists  to  keep 
others  from  using  the  land,  the  resources. 
Because  monopolists  are  required  to  pay 
so  little  in  taxes  that  they  need  not  use 
the  land  to  earn  the  taxes,  the  land  re¬ 
mains  idle  without  any  risk  to  the  holder, 
while  it  increases  in  value. 

The  collection  of  the  expenses  of  gov¬ 
ernment  from  economic  rent  would  put 
an  end  to  the  dog-in-the-manger  mo¬ 
nopoly  control  of  the  natural  resources, 
and  in  no  other  way  can  monopoly  be 
prevented.  If  even  the  larger  part  of  the 
economic  rent  of  land,  of  the  natural 
resources,  possessed  by  him,  were  col¬ 
lected  from  the  owner  to  pay  the  ex¬ 
pense  of  government,  it  would  be  neces¬ 
sary  for  him  either  to  make  good  use 
of  it  himself  or  to  allow  someone  else  to 
use  it.  If  he  were  to  hold  it  without 
making  good  use  of  it,  he  could  not  afford 
to  pay  the  tax,  because  he  would  be  mak¬ 
ing  no  income  with  which  to  pay  the 
taxes  or  rent.  If  he  did  not  pay  the 
taxes,  someone  else  would  do  so  and 
would  have,  then,  the  right  to  use  the 
land.  To  make  use  of  the  land,  however, 
it  would  be  necessary  for  its  new  pos¬ 
sessor  to  employ  workmen  and  that 
would  improve  employment  conditions, 
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increase  wages,  and  increase  business  in 
general. 

Whether  or  not  the  possessor  may  have 
properly  used  the  land,  .the  expense  of 
government  should  be  collected,  of 
course,'  from  economic  rent.  The  eco¬ 
nomic  rent  exists  because  of  the  pres¬ 
ence  and  activity  of  society,  that  is,  all 
the  people,  and  the  failure  of  the  hold¬ 
ers  of  land  to  use  it  is  no  excuse  for  not 
paying  what  they  owe  to  the  people,  to 
the  community.  Moreover,  its  proper 
use,  as  required  by  justice  to  all  the 
people,  would  produce  the  money  to  pay 
the  taxes,  and  would  also  provide  fair 
compensation  for  the  user. 

By  the  champions  of  government  ac¬ 
cording  to  the  personal  discretion  and 
direction  by  official  agents  we  have  been 
told  that  competition  has  been  tried  and 
has  failed.  On  the  contrary,  the  fact  is 
that,  in  modern  times,  the're  has  been 
no  opportunity  for  true  competition. 
Competition  in  the  fundamental  sense 
has  not  had  a  real  trial. 

Control  of  the  great  bulk  of  natural 
resources  is  in  the  hands  of  a  com¬ 
paratively  few  persons.  The  possession 
and  control,  of  the  greater  part  of  the 
valuable  natural  resources,  commercial' 
sites  and  industrial  land,  enables,  how¬ 
ever,  the  holders  of  the  same  to  put  into 
their  pockets  large  profits  created  by  the 
presence  and  activity  of  large  popula¬ 
tions.  After  the  monopolists  have  taken 
the  unearned  increment  from  what  has 
been  produced,  the  rank  and  file  of  the 
people  are  allowed  to  scramble  with  each 
other  for  a  miserable  existence  out  of 
what  is  left.  Obedience  to  the  principle, 
which  I  have  discussed,  would  make  it 
impossible  for  the  few,  even  legally,  to 
thus  rob  the  many. 

There  has  now  been  pointed  the  way 
to  economic  justice.  When,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  principle  just  discussed, 
the  reign  of  right  will  prevail,  we  shall 
cease  to  be  harassed  by  industrial  strife. 
The  feeling  of  hatred  and  opposition  will 
cease,  and  in  their  stead  the  spirit  of 
cooperation  and  brotherhood  will  pre¬ 
vail. 

In  the  early  part  of  these  remarks  I 
urged:  “Discover  and  obey  the  natural 
law.”  Whether  we  call  it  the  law  of  life, 
the  law  of  nature,  the  law  of  creative 
power,  there  certainly  exists  a  perfect 
law  and  the  univers'al  adjustment  of 
men’s  actions  and  conduct  to  that  per¬ 
fect  law  will  assure  liberty  and  perfect 
happiness.  Thomas  Jeff erson  said :  “The 
God  who  gave  us  life  gave  us  liberty.” 
We  must  understand,  however,  that  hu¬ 
man  beings  do  not  and  cannot  create 
justice.  They  can  only  discover,  that  is, 
become  conscious  of  justice  and  its  laws, 
established  for  the  harmonious  control 
of  the  universe.  Men’s  actions  and  con¬ 
duct  and  the  laws  of  human  governments 
should  be  brought  into  adjustment,  into 
harmony  with  the  law  of  creation. 

The  unfettered  operation  of  the  prin¬ 
ciple  which  we  have  discussed  would  as¬ 
sure  all  men  just  compensation  for  their 
service  and  assurance  of  profit^je  em¬ 
ployment  at  all  times. 

No  longer  then  in  fear  of  oppressors; 
no  longer  the  victim  of  want  or  the  fear 
of  want,  men’s  moral  courage  will  be 
awakened  and  joyously  will  they  obey 


their  best  impulses.  In  their  spirit  of 
freedom  and  with  gladness,  men  will 
eagerly  accept  the  glorious  principles  of 
justice  and  they  will  earnestly  strive  to 
express  the  universal  harmony  of  life. 
Then  will  disappear  the  meanness,  the 
jealousy,  the  envy,  and  hatred  which  now 
blight  the  lives  of  men. 

In  the  sublime  cause  of  brotherhood, 
with  songs  of  joy  pealing  from  their 
hearts,  with  the  spirit  of  justice  shining 
from  their  eyes  and  in  perfect  unison 
will  march  the  sons  of  men.  Then  will 
men  be  freemen  and  the  grandeur  of 
creation  will  manifest  throughout  the 
land. 

(Mr.  CROSSER  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
yield  myself  5  minutes. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  getting  rather  late 
and  I  am  not  going  to  take  a  great  deal 
of  time.  I  do,  however,  feel  that  I  am 
amply  justified  in  making  a  few  com¬ 
ments  particularly  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  this  house  is  going  to  lose  a  very 
valuable  Member. 

I  want  to  say  to  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  Dirksen]  that  as  a  friend, 
and  fellow  Member,  I  am  most  regret¬ 
ful  that  you  have  found  it  necessary  to 
discontinue  your  public  service  in  repre¬ 
senting  the  people  of  your  district,  your 
State,  and  the  Nation  which  you  have  so 
well  and  so  ably  represented  so  long.  I 
feel  that  the  House  is  losing  a  Member 
it  can  ill  afford  to  lose.  You  have  always 
had  the  temerity,  if  I  may  use  that  term, 
to  present  the  facts  with  which  you  have 
had  to  deal  and  which  you  have  known 
to  exist  relative  to  any  subject  to  which 
you  have  directed  your  attention. 

I  can  remember  when  you  came  back 
from  Europe  and  gave  the  benefit  of 
your  experience  and  observations  to  the 
people  of  this  Nation.  I  think  beyond 
any  question  of  a  doubt  the  factors  that 
have  developed  in  the  international 
field  have  amply  justified  your  conclu¬ 
sions.  You  did  beyond  the  question  of  a 
doubt  give  to  the  people  of  this  Nation 
the  benefit  of  your  experience,  and  it 
was  certainly  well  worth  while.  I  have 
enjoyed  working  with  you,  Everett,  very, 
very  much.  You  have  been  most  gra¬ 
cious.  You  have  been  courteous  and  you 
have  always  been  a  Member  to  whom  one 
could  go  and  discuss  his  problems.  Your 
application  and  devotion  to  your  duties, 
in  my  opinion,  have  been  unlimited.  My 
compliments  to  you  and  my  deep  regrets 
that  you  are  not  going  to  come  back  to 
continue  your  service  in  the  House  of 
Representatives. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  15  minutes  to 
the  gentleman  from  Mississippi,  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  committee  [Mr.  Whitten]. 

(Mr.  WHITTEN  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  as 
has  been  stated  earlier,  perhaps  it  is 
somewhat  of  an  anticlimax  to  be  discuss¬ 
ing  the  agricultural  appropriation  bill 
right  after  the  President’s  message  on 
the  serious  international,  situation  with 
which  we  are  faced.  However,  in  an¬ 
other  way  and  from  another  viewpoint 


it  may  be  highly  appropriate  that  we 
discuss  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
and  the  American  farmer  at  such  a  time. 
Certainly  in  the  history  of  the  world 
there  has  been  no  greater  contribution 
to  any  effort  than  was  made  by  the 
American  farmer  during  the  past  few 
years.  Not  only  did  they  feed  our  troops 
abroad  and  feed  a  large  part  of  the  world,' 
but  they  fed  this  Nation  perhaps  better 
than  any  nation  has  ever  been  fed  before 
in  history.  That  does  not  mean  that 
there  have  not  been  any  shortages.  But 
due  to  the  increase  in  the  national  in¬ 
come,  there  have  been  much  greater  de¬ 
mands  for  agricultural  products  than  we 
have  ever  known  before.  There  has  been 
greater  consumption  than  we  ever  had 
before.  These  things  did  not  just  come 
about  by  accident.  They  have  come 
about  because  of  the  untiring  efforts  of 
that  great  segment  of  the  population  of 
the  United  States,  namely,  the  American 
farmer.  Of  course,  these  things  were  not 
done  without  a  *erious  strain  upon  our 
agricultural  plant  and  upon  the  soil  re¬ 
sources  of  the  country. 

As  I  stated  before  this  committee,  in 
many  respects  the  American  farmers 
have  proven  themselves  the  greatest 
farmers  in  the  history  of  the  world,  if 
you  judge  them  by  the  production  they 
have  brought  forth.  If  we  judge  them, 
however,  and  this  might  be  an  unfair 
criticism,  by  the  toll  that  they  have  taken 
from  the  soil  resources  of  this  Nation, 
we  might  be  classified  as  the  poorest 
farmers  in  the  world,  because  certainly 
the  record  of  the  United  States  will 
show  that  since  1776  we  have  wasted 
away  greater  amounts  of  rich  fertile  soil 
than  the  people  of  any  nation  have 
wasted  away  in  the  same  period  of  tipie. 
That  came  about  naturally  in  the  course 
of  the  development  of  this  country,  be¬ 
cause  in  the  early  years  if  your  fertile 
lands  became  thin  and  eroded  you  just 
moved  over  to  the  next  hillside  or  the 
next  river  valley  or  into  the  next  State 
or  into  the  next  section.  We  thought 
we  had  unlimited  amounts  of  rich 
American  soil,  and  it  did  look  so  at  the 
time.  But  as  we  have  grown  in  popula¬ 
tion  and  as  we  have  used  that  soil,  the 
records  show  that  we  have  recklessly 
moved  on  to  new  lands  and  now  we  have 
little  if  any  fertile  land  not  in  hard  use. 
We  have  begun  to  recognize  that  fact 
in  the  last  10  or  15  years,  and  we  have 
begun  to  recognize  the  problems  of  the 
American  farmer,  and  to  realize  that 
proper  attention  ought  to  be  given  to  his 
plant,  that  is  the  fertility  of  his  farm 
lands;  that  attention  should  be  given  to 
his  income,  and  his  living  conditions,  so 
that  he  might  truly  have  the  benefits  of 
this  great  Nation  which  are  enjoyed  by 
almost  all  other  segments  of  the  popula¬ 
tion.  ** 

One  of  our  greatest  actions  was  in 
setting  up  the  AAA  program  whereby 
the  Federal  Government  contributes 
about  a  third  of  the  expense  of  restoring 
and  maintaining  the  fertility  of  our  soil, 
and  in  an  effort  to  get  the  farmer  to  do 
his  part  at  his  expense  to  maintain  and 
in  some  cases  to  restore  his  land  because 
we  all  have  and  our  children  have  an 
interest  in  the  productivity  of  his  land 
in  the  years  ahead. 
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The  more  the  land  will  produce,  the 
fewer  people  it  takes  to  feed  our  Nation 
and  the  greater  the  number  of  people 
who  can  devote  themselves  to  building 
automobiles,  radios,  refrigerators,  and 
the  thousand  and  one  things  that  make 
for  the  American  way  of  life. 

If  we  let  our  land  wear  out,  the  pro¬ 
ductivity  go  down,  the  greater  the  num¬ 
ber  of  our  people  will  have  to  work  at 
just  providing  food.  We  would  then  have 
fewer  of  the  luxuries  of  life  which  today 
the  average  family  considers  necessities. 

With  regard  to  the  AAA  program,  I 
have  differed  with  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  and  with  Members  of  the 
Congress  on  this  floor  with  reference  to 
their  description  of  this  Federal  contri¬ 
bution  to  the  cost  of  soil  practices  as  pay¬ 
ments.  It  has  frequently  been  said  that 
they  are  payments  to  farmers.  Actually 
they  are  contributions  toward  the  cost  of 
retaining  the  fertility  of  the  soil,  or  in 
many  cases  the  restoration  of  its  fertility. 
It  says  to  the  American  farmer  that  the 
Nation  is  interested  inxhe  fertility  of  our 
soil.  We  are  interested  in  the  produc¬ 
tivity  of  that  soil  because  on  it  rests  the 
very  prosperity  of  our  Nation.  You  who 
happen  to  hold  it  through  your  lifetime, 
if  out  of  the  payments  you  receive  from 
the  sale  of  agricultural  products,  will 
spend  $2  maintaiping  and  restoring  that 
farm,  the  Federal  Government  will  con¬ 
tribute  $1  toward  that  end.  I  think  that 
is  a  practice  that  has  proven  highly  bene¬ 
ficial,  not  only  to  keeping  the  great  rate 
of  production  that  was  so  essential  dur¬ 
ing  the  war,  but  toward  restoring  this 
great  plant  on  which  we  all  depend. 
Farmers  are  seeing  the  benefit  of  good 
soil  practices  and  many  now  would  go 
forward  with  such  work  without  Federal 
contributions.  If  we  can  keep  this  pro¬ 
gram  for  a  few  more  years,  I  hope  that 
all  farmers  will  go  forward  with  such  pro¬ 
grams  on  their  own. 

We  have  done  other  things  in  the  last 
few  years  which  have  meant  much  to  the 
American  farmer.  We  have  set  up  in 
the  Congress  the  Rural  Electrification 
Administration.  Under  this  program 
loans  are  made  to  groups  of  farm  people 
for  the  purpose  of  building  electrical 
lines.  The  records  that  were  disclosed 
before  this  committee  show  that  a  great 
percentage  of  the  American  farmers  now 
have  so  organized  and  now  have  the 
benefits  of  rural  electrification.  This  is 
an  important  thing  yet  many  farms  re¬ 
main  unelectrified.  In  discussing  this 
measure,  the  records  will  further  show 
that  less  than  seven-tenths  of  1  percent 
of  the  farmer  cooperatives  who  have  bor¬ 
rowed  money  from  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  for  rural  electrification  are  as 
much  as  30  days  in  arrears  in  repay¬ 
ment.  We  find  that  people  who  live  on 
the  farms  which  have  electricity,  have 
the  advantages  of  people  in  the  city.  We 
find  that  they  are  using  electricity  in 
their  dairy  barns,  using  it  about  the 
home  to  get  rid  of  some  of  the  drudgery 
associated  with  farming  and  farm  life 
and  which,  perhaps,  has  contributed  to 
so  many  of  our  farm  boys  and  girls  leav¬ 
ing  th6  farms  and  going  to  the  cities. 

We  did  another  thing  that  has  meant 
a  great  deal  to  the  American  farmer, 
when  we  set  up  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation,  which  incidentally,  will  ex¬ 


pire  on  the  30th  of  June  this  year  unless 
authorization  is  passed  by  the  Congress, 
and  I  am  sure  that  action  will  be  taken. 
The  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  is  set 
up  for  the  purpose  of  assuring  to  the 
farmer  at  least  90  percent  of  parity  for 
the  major  agricultural  products  of  this 
country.  It  gives  to  the  farmer  a  sense 
of  security.  It  does  not  guarantee  that 
they  will  make  a  tremendous  profit.  It 
is  not  even  based  on  cost  of  production, 
but  it  does  let  the  American  farmer  know 
that  the  bottom  will  not  fall  out,  and 
certainly  it  has  done  a  great  deal  to 
maintain  the  great  rate  of  production 
that  we  have  had  the  last  several  years. 

Another  great  action  taken  by  the 
Congress  which  has  paid  great  dividends 
to  agriculture  is  section  32  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Adjustment  Act.  By  this  pro¬ 
vision  30  percent  of  the  customs  reve¬ 
nues  that  come  to  this  Government  in 
customs  receipts  from  foreign  agricul¬ 
tural  commodities  that  we  permit  to 
come  into  this  country  in  competition 
with  our  own  production,  are  set  aside 
to  promote  new  uses  for  farm  products 
and  for  use  in  handling  surpluses  of 
Agricultural  products.  As  I  tried  to  con¬ 
vince  the  House  last  year,  I  am  greatly 
in  favor  of  the  continuation  of  this 
program.  We  all  remember  last  year 
when  the  majority,  the  Republican 
Party  or  the  members  of  it,  struck  out 
all  funds  from  this  source  and,  in  effect, 
would  have  repealed  section  32  for  a 
year.  We  finally  saved  $44,000,000  of 
section  32  funds  last  year  and  we  did  it 
only  after  a  tremendous  fight.  We  had 
one  of  the  hardest  fights  last  year  that 
it  has  been  my  privilege  to  ever  engage 
in  or  witness,  on  AAA  payments.  We 
had  the  same  kind  of  a  fight  on  the 
school-lunch  program  and  with  regard 
to  rural  electrification.  I  am  glad  to 
say  that  after  our  floor  fights  last  year 
we  managed  to  save  many  of  these  pro¬ 
grams.  This  year  I  am  gratified  that  my 
colleagues  and  friends  on  the  other  side 
in  the  committee,  before  this  bill  came 
out,  recognized  that  last  year  they  made 
some  serious  mistakes  in  dealing  with 
agriculture  and  we  were  able  this  year 
to  fairly  adequately  take  care  of  those 
programs.  At  heart  I  am  sure  they  are 
all  friendly  to  agriculture.  On  motions 
made  in  the  committee  this  year,  I  am 
glad  to  say  that  several  of  my  Republi¬ 
can  colleagues  were  willing  to  go  along 
with  us.  We  find  in  the  bill  before  us 
that  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Ad¬ 
ministration  program  for  next  year,  has 
been  raised  from  $150,000,000  to  ap¬ 
proximately  $225,000,000. 

This,  as  I  say,  is  not  a  direct  payment 
by  the  Federal  Government.  It  means 
in  effect  that  if  the  American  farmers 
will  spend  about  $675,000,000  toward 
restoring  and  maintaining  farm  fertility 
and  having  done  that,  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  assures  them  it  will  contribute 
$225,000,000,  or  one-third  of  the  cost, 
through  the  soil-conservation  contribu¬ 
tions  which  is  so  highly  important,  to  im¬ 
prove  soil  fertility  in  this  country. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  I  am  glad 
the  gentleman  brought  out  that  point 


about  these  payments,  for  some  people 
very  unkindly  call  them  subsidy  pay¬ 
ments  to  farmers.  They  are  in  reality 
remuneration  in  part  for  what  the  farmer 
does  toward  the  preservation  of  his  soil; 
and,  after  all,  that  soil  is  the  heritage  of 
our  Nation. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  I  am  glad  to  have  the 
contribution  of  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota.*  I  might  pause  at  this  time 
to  say  that  I  join  with  many  of  our 
friends  on  this  committee  in  deploring 
the  fact  that  our  very  capable  chairman, 
the  gentleman  from  Illinois,  the  Honor¬ 
able  Everett  Dirksen,  finds  it  necessary 
to  retire  from  the  Congress.  I  hope  that 
circumstances  may  so  change  that  he 
will  be  able  to  reconsider  and  will  be 
back  with  us,  for  he  is  a  very  able  Mem¬ 
ber,  a  man  with  (whom  it  is  a  pleasure 
to  serve,  a  man  who  is  extremely  well 
informed,  a  worthy  antagonist  but  one 
with  whom  we  can  always  differ  and 
still  enjoy  the  fight.  He  will  be  greatly 
missed  by  this  committee  and  by  the 
Congress,  for  he  has  contributed  greatly 
to  our  Nation  in  his  years  of  service  in 
the  Congress. 

Mr.  PHILBIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  PHILBIN.  I  want  to  compliment 
the  gentleman  upon  the  excellent  dis¬ 
cussion  he  is  making  of  the  bill. 

It  has  been  reported  to  me,  and  I  so 
understand,  that  the  appropriation  for 
soil  conservation  as  allocated  to  the 
State  of  Massachusetts  has  been  reduced 
to  $286,600  for  the  current  year  from 
$711,000  last  year.  I  wonder  if  the  gen¬ 
tleman  can  throw  any  light  upon  the 
reason  for  that  reduction? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Last  year  we  had  an 
announced  program  of  $150,000,000, 
whereas  the  year  before  we  had  an  an¬ 
nounced  program  of  $300,000,000.  Last 
year  with  the  reduced  amount  it  was 
stated  that  it  would  be  distributed  on  a 
new  formula,  which  gave  particular  at¬ 
tention  to  need;  that  is,  soil  depletion. 
As  the  gentleman  will  recall,  the  changes 
made  in  the  bill  last  year  met  very  stren¬ 
uous  objection.  The  only  thing  the  gen¬ 
tleman  can  attribute  the  reduction  to  is 
the  reduction  of  the  program  and  the 
new  formula  adopted  for  distribution  on 
the  basis  of  need  more  nearly  than  had 
been  true  under  the  prior  act. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  I  just 
wish  to  make  a  slight  correction.  The 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  referred 
to  the  soil-conservation  payments.  I 
think  we  should  be  careful  to  distinguish 
between  appropriations  for  soil  conser¬ 
vation  and  appropriations  for  payments 
under  the  triple  A.  What  the  gentleman 
referred  to  was  under  the  triple  A.  With 
that  exception  the  explanation  of  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi  is  correct. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  I  thank  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  California.  I  wanted  to  say 
before  the  contribution  of  my  friend 
from  Massachusetts  that  I  am  highly 
gratified  that,  since  we  do  have  to  lose 
our  chairman,  the  next  man  in  line  on 
his  side  of  the  aisle  will  be  the  gentleman 
from  Minnesota  [Mr.  H.  Carl  Andersen], 
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With  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota, 
Carl  Andersen,  as  chairman  of  this  com¬ 
mittee,  we  have  an  excellent  friend  of 
agriculture.  He  knows  the  bill,  he  knows 
his  subject,  and  by  his  actions  in  the 
committee  and  in  the  House  we  know 
that  not  only  is  he  a  friend  of  the  farmer 
but  that  he  is  a  farmer  himself — a  man 
who  appreciates  and  realizes  the  prob¬ 
lems  of  American  agriculture. 

Now,  to  proceed  with  other  matters 
that  are  covered  in  this  bill;  let  us  take 
up  the  Rural  Electrification  Administra¬ 
tion.  We  had  the  votes  of  some  Mem¬ 
bers  on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle,  and, 
together  with  the  Democratic  votes,  the 
item  for  rural  electrification  carries 
$400,000,000.  That  is  $100,000,000  above 
the  amount  that  was  allowed  last  year. 
We  must  do  all  we  can  to  carry  the  bene¬ 
fits  of  electricity  enjoyed  by  many  farm¬ 
ers  to  those  that  do  not  now  have  it. 

Let  me  say  to  the  membership  that  this 
is  in  effect  loan  authorizations.  There 
is  not  a  dollar  taken  out  of  the  Treasury 
until  the  local  cooperatives  can  spend 
that  money  for  lines,  poles,  and  equip¬ 
ment.  There  is  not  a  dollar  paid  by  the 
Rural  Electrification  Administration  in 
interest  until  they  actually  use  those 
funds.  In  effect  the  money  is  in  the 
Treasury  and  we  have  actually  given 
them  what  you  might  term  contractual 
authority.  Now,  they  must  have  the 
money  appropriated  and  allocated  for  the 
whole  project  because  it  would  be  unwise 
to  start  out  on  the  construction  of  a  line 
unless  you  have  the  money  in  sight  to 
complete  that  line.  Another  thing  with 
regard  to  these  loans  is  that  this  is  not  a 
grant  to  the  American  farmer,  it  is  not 
a  grant  to  these  cooperatives;  it  is  a  loan. 
It  is  a  loan  on  which  interest  is  paid,  and, 
a?  I  stated  earlier  in  my  statement  this 
afternoon,  less  than  seven-tenths  of  1 
percent  of  those  borrowers  from  the 
Rural  Electrification  Administration  are 
as  much  behind  as  30  days  in  their  re¬ 
payments.  The  wonderful  picture  they 
prfesent  to  us  of  the  great  number  of 
American  farms  that  are  being  electrified 
and  the  great  benefits  that  will  result  to 
the  American  farmer  is  something  in 
which  we  can  all  take  pride.  Here  we 
try  to  expand  the  program  so  that  &11 
farmers  may  have  this  wonderful  service 
for  which  they  are  glad  to  pay. 

Mr.  ZIMMERMAN.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Missouri. 

Mr.  ZIMMERMAN.  Recently  while 
back  in  Missouri  I  attended  a  meeting 
of  a  large  cooperative  in  my  part  of  the 
State.  They  told  us  that  while  they  are 
making  all  the  improvements  that  they 
can  they  have  on  file  more  applications 
for  extension  of  that  service  to  the 
farmers  in  that  section  of  my  district 
than  they  have  users  at  the  present  time. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi  has  expired. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
the  gentleman  10  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  ZIMMERMAN.  In  other  words, 
the  people  of  that  district  want  this  serv¬ 
ice  and  the  farmers  and  the  men  who 
are  behind  it  have  done  everything  they 
can  do.  The  only  reason  they  are  not 
getting  it  is  that  the  REA  is  not  able  to 


give  them  that  service  under  the  present 
set-up. 

It  does  seem  to  me  that  a  thing  that 
has  done  so  much  to  brighten  rural  life, 
to  bring  joy  and  happiness  to  people  who 
live  back  on  the  farms,  should  be  en¬ 
couraged,  and  that  we  ought  to  give  them 
this  service  when,  as  the  gentleman  has 
so  pointedly  said,  it  does  not  cost  our 
Government  one  cent.  It  is  a  loan  which 
will  be  paid  back  and  is  being  paid  back 
as  no  other  institution  has  met  its  obli¬ 
gations  that  I  know  of.  Instead  of  hold¬ 
ing  this  thing  down,  it  does  seem  to  me 
that  we  ought  to  give  this  service  to  the 
farmers  of  this  country  who  are  going  to 
produce  the  food  that  is  going  to  be  so 
greatly  needed  in  the  years  to  come,  and 
will  always  be  needed. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am 
in  thorough  accord  with  the  gentleman, 
and  I  think  the  members  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  have  shown  they  are  in  accord 
in  that  they  have  provided  in  this  bill 
$100,000,000  more  than  the  budget  ap¬ 
proved.  May  I  say  there  is  now  pending 
before  the  Deficiencies  Committee  a 
budget  request  for  $175,000,000  to  meet 
the  needs  of  REA  from  now  until  the  1st 
of  July.  The  funds  under  this  bill  will 
not  become  available  until  July  1  of  this 
year,  so  these  funds  are  for  the  ensuing 
fiscal  year.  It  is  the  judgment  of  the 
committee  that  this  will  adequately  take 
care  of  the  allocations  and  authorizations 
needed  for  the  year  beginning  July  1 
next. 

I  mentioned  earlier  that  “  we  went 
through  a  fight  last  year  with  regard- to 
section  32  funds.  The  Members  on  the 
Republican  side  have  gone  with  us  this 
year  in  saving  section  32  of  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Adjustment  Act.  In  my  opinion, 
that  is  one  of  the  wisest  things  this  com¬ 
mittee  could  possibly  have  done.  Last 
year  I  participated  as  strongly  as  I  knew 
how  in  an  effort  to  save  those  funds  for 
the  present  year  and  we  did  save  $44,000,- 
000  of  the  estimated  $135,000,000  or  $140,- 
000,000  that  would  have  been  in  that  fund 
normally. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  We  all  re¬ 
call  the  fight  that  the  gentleman  from 
Mississippi  made  to  make  sure  that  the 
farmer  would  get  the  benefit  of  section 
32  funds  as  intended  by  law.  I  am  glad 
that  fight  succeeded  and  resulted  finally 
in  what  we  have  in  this  bill. 

Will  the  gentleman  tell  me,  however, 
what  influence  the  action  of  the  other 
body  in  placing  upon  the  so-called  Euro¬ 
pean  recovery  bill  $44,000,000,  or  so,  that 
is  to  be  charged  against  section  32  will 
have  upon  this  particular  fund? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Well,  if  I  am  correct¬ 
ly  informed,  and  my  information  comes 
from  the  newspapers,  what  was  done  in 
the  other  body  has  to  do  with  the  present 
fiscal  year. 

Last  year,  as  I  said,  we  finally  managed 
to  salvage  $44,000,000  which,  as  I  stated 
earlier,  under  section  32,  represents  a 
part  of  the  receipts,  or  a  part  of  the  30 
percent  of  customs  receipts,  which  the 
Government  collects  as  a  result  of  letting 
competitive  foreign  agricultural  products 


come  into  this  country,  and  it  is  set  aside 
for  the  use  of  the  Government  in  pro¬ 
moting  new  uses  of  agricultural  products, 
and  then  handling  surpluses.  Last  year 
we  finally  saved  $44,000,000  of  that  sum 
for  the  purpose  set  out  in  the  act.  The 
remainder  was  to  be  paid  into  the  Treas¬ 
ury.  That  was  for  the  present  fiscal 
year,  which  will  expire  July  1,  1948.  If 
I  am  correctly  informed,  the  action  of 
the  Senate  was  to  take  a  part  of  the  funds 
that  would  have  gone  back  into  the 
Treasury  for  the  present  fiscal  year  and 
provide  for  their  use  in  a  manner  for 
which  it  was  not  originally  intended. 

Mr.  HORAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield?  . 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Washington,  a  very  able  and 
conscientious  member  of  this  commit¬ 
tee. 

Mr.  HORAN.  As  I  understand,  over 
in  the  other  body  last  Saturday  they 
added  an  amendment  to  the  ERP  bill 
which  will  allow  the  use  of  section  32 
funds  for  that  purpose.  I  believe  that 
has  been  discussed  here.  Our  action 
here  will  allow,  will  it  not,  the  remainder 
of  that  fund,  or  a  total  sum  of  $70,000,000 
to  be  used  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Our  action  here  has 
to  do  with  this  fund  for  the  next  fiscal 
year.  I  may  be  in  error,  but  I  think  the 
Senate  action  had  to  do  with  that  fund 
for  the  present  fiscal  year.  You  know, 
there  is  another  question  that  might 
arise,  and  that  is  as  to  the  authority 
of  the  Senate  to  make  appropriations, 
and  actually  that  is  in  effect  what  they 
have  done.  I  doubt  whether  appropria¬ 
tions  can  originate  in  the  Senate,  and  I 
doubt  whether  it  should  stay  in  the  bill 
when  it  comes  over  here.  I  believe  it 
could  be  taken  out  on  a  point  of  order, 
and  unless  somebody  else  does  so,  I  would 
be  inclined  to  make  that  point  of  order, 
if  I  am  correct  in  my  understanding  of 
the  situation. 

I  would  like  to  say  further  that  this 
committee  this  year  has  been  able  to  not 
only  take  care  of  the  triple-A  program, 
I  think,  on  a  fairly  sound  basis,  but  I 
think  we  have  recognized  in  our  discus¬ 
sions  something  that  is  highly  important 
to  the  American  farmer.  When  you  go 
back  into  the  States,  your  State  commit¬ 
tees  have  to  announce  the  program  for 
the  year,  what  the  plans  are  and  what 
the  programs  are  for  the  farmers.  They 
announce  that  to  the  farmers.  They  an¬ 
nounce  what  the  Government’s  contribu¬ 
tion  shall  be  up  to  the  announced  pro¬ 
gram.  But  they  have  no  way  to  esti¬ 
mate  just  how  much  farmer  participa¬ 
tion  there  will  be.  Year  before  last  we 
had  a  $300,000,000  program  announced; 
last  year  we  had  a  $150,000,000  program 
announced,  and  it  leaves  the  local  com¬ 
mittees  and  the  local  farmers  where  they 
do  not  know  whether  the  plan  is  up  or 
down  or  whether  to  do  this,  that,  or 
something  else.  Certainly,  in  the  discus¬ 
sion  in  this  committee  this  year  it  was 
intimated  that  we  could  agree  to  go  along 
at  a  reasonable  level  for  a  period  of  sev¬ 
eral  years,  and  thereby,  I  think,  we  will 
add  much  to  the  real  benefits  of  this  pro¬ 
gram  and,  I  think,  have  some  stability 
in  the  program  which  will  enable  the 
farmer  to  work  out  plans  that  will  really 
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do  something  toward  restoring  and 
maintaining  the  fertility  of  the  soil  of 
our  farms. 

There  were  several  other  matters  in 
the  committee  on  which  I  think  we  did  a 
good  job.  We  tided  to  make  adequate 
provision  for  the  forestry  industry  of  this 
Nation.  We  recognize  that  trees  are  one 
of  our  great  natural  resources.  We  tried 
to  establish  adequate  fire  protection;  we 
tried  to  establish  adequate  trails  and 
roads  so  that  this  timber  could  be  taken 
out  before  it  is  too  old  and  deteriorated, 
and  to  take  care  of  forest  farming;  we 
tried  to  provide  experimental  stations  so 
that  they  could  demonstrate  to  the  farm¬ 
er  the  utility  and  the  value  that  could 
well  be  made  of  his  wastelands  if  put 
in  trees. 

Mr.  ZIMMERMAN.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Missouri. 

Mr.  ZIMMERMAN.  I  would  like  to 
inquire  of  the  gentleman  from  Missis¬ 
sippi  what  provision  is  made  for  forestry 
research  establishments  in  States  where 
they  have  not  been  available  up  to  this 
time.  For  example,  in  the  State  of  Mis¬ 
souri  we  have  a  great  forest  reserve  there, 
and  we  are  in  great  need  of  this  research 
establishment  there  to  promote  forestry 
in  our  State.  What  funds  were  provided, 
if  any,  for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Under  the  experi¬ 
mental  forestry  establishments  the  bill, 
as  I  recall,  provided  for  eight  new  units. 
I  do  not  know  that  the  bill  fixes  the  loca¬ 
tion  of  those  units  although  the  State 
of  Missouri  ranks  rather  high  on  the  list 
that  needs  them.  I  think  your  need  will 
be  met  by  this  bill.  Certainly,  the  gen¬ 
tleman  is  right,  that  the  need  in  that 
area  of  this  type  of  worjc  is  great.  We 
have  tried  progressively  to  add  a  few 
more  units  each  year  until  we  have  a 
national  coverage. 

Mr.  ZIMMERMAN.  I  am  mighty  glad 
that  the  committee  has  made  provision 
for  these  units,  because  it  means  a  lot 
to  our  agricultural  resources  and  to  the 
future  of  our  country.  I  am  very  hope¬ 
ful  that  when  the  proper  allocation  is 
made  our  State,  with  its  great  forest 
holdings,  will  be  recognized  and  that 
such  a  unit  will  be  located  in  the  State 
of  Missouri. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  I  thank  the  gentle¬ 
man. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Missouri. 

Mr.  CANNON.  As  will  be  observed 
from  the  report  of  the  committee,  pro¬ 
vision  is  made  in  the  bill  for  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  research  centers  in  certain 
areas,  including  Missouri. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Eight  new  units.  I 
do  not  think  there  is  any  showing  as  to 
where  they  will  be  located,  though  I 
understand  the  State  of  Missouri  stands 
high  in  that  list. 

Mr.  HORAN.  If  the  gentleman  will 
yield,  the  State  of  Missouri  is  mentioned 
in  the  report. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  It  may  be;  I  did  not 
realize  that. 

Mr .  ZIMMERMAN.  I  thank  the  com¬ 
mittee  for  that  consideration. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi  has  expired. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
10  additional  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Another  thing  I 
think  is  worthy  of  comment  at  this  time 
is  the  willingness  with  which  the  people 
on  our  side  of  the  aisle  and  the  members 
on  the  Republican  side  have  tried  to  real¬ 
ize  that  the  problems  of  the  farmers  of 
this  country  are  somewhat  diversified  by 
region,  by  type  of  farming,  and  things 
of  that  sort.  I  am  highly  pleased  that 
various  of  our  colleagues  on  this  com¬ 
mittee  have  gone  along  with  me  in  my 
viewpoint  with  regard  to  the  triple-A 
contributions.  I  live  in  a  district  that 
has  a  considerable  part  of  the  rich  lands 
of  the  Mississippi  delta.  On  the  other 
hand,  I  have  the  hills,  in  many  cases, 
thin  upland  that  adjoins  this  area.  I 
have  lots  of  lands  that  have  been  recov¬ 
ered  and  brought  back  to  fertility.  I 
ha Ve  seen  the  growth  in  the  last  10  or 
12  years  of  splendid  dairy  herds  and 
splendid  herds  of  beef  cattle.  I  have  seen 
that  area  go  into  diversification,  as  has 
been  preached  for  so  long.  But  I  real¬ 
ize  that  the  triple-A  contributions  have 
contributed  much  toward  that  change. 
That  is  one  of  our  prime  needs  in  that 
area. 

I  realize  that  the  areas  represented  by 
some  of  the  gentlemen  on  this  committee 
and  other  Members  of  the  House  do  not 
have  that  need  to  the  same  extent  there 
is  in  my  region.  They  have  a  greater 
need  for  the  type  of  technical  service 
that  is  rendered  by  the  Soil  Conservation 
Service,  which  does  a  good  job  in  my  own 
area.  Yet  I  have  tried  to  convince  them, 
and  I  am  glad  to  say  they  have  gone 
along  somewhat  in  this  attitude,  so  that 
we  can  recognize  that  the  problems  of 
one  region  should  be  met  by  the  people 
and  by  the  planning  and  by  a  program 
that  is  needed  by  the  people  in  that  re¬ 
gion,  and  they  in  turn  realize  that  I  have 
separate  and  distinct  kinds  of  problems 
which  should  be  worked  out  by  the  people 
in  that  area.  Unless  we  work  together 
we  cannot  carry  forward  this  great  pro¬ 
gram  that  has  been  developed  in  the  in¬ 
terest  of  the  American  farmer  and  of  the 
American  people,  because  the  American 
people  are  dependent  upon  the  prosper¬ 
ity  of  the  American  farmer.  I  think  that 
if  you  study  every  depression  we  have 
had  you  will  see  that  it  started  when  they 
began  to  clamp  down  too  far  on  the 
American  farmer,  he  lost  his  purchasing 
power  and  the  wheels  of  industry  ceased 
to  turn.  You  will  find  that  the  ability  of 
the  American  farmer  to  produce  food  and 
fiber  and  the  ability  of  our  plant  to  stand 
such  production  is  largely  going  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  prosperity  of  this  country  in 
the  future.  The  Members  on  both  sides 
of  the  aisle  have  in  this  bill  made  an  ef¬ 
fort  to  work  out  these’  problems,  and  I 
think  we  have  done  a  pretty  fair  job. 

There  are  several  places  where  I  would 
have  given  larger  sums.  With  reference 
to  the  Farmers  Home  Administration, 
this  bill  grants  $1,000,000  more  in  admin¬ 
istrative  funds.  I  think  that  was  a  wise 
decision.  The  people  who  have  to  do 
with  the  Farmers  Home  Administration 
are  supervising  the  collection  of  more 


than  $800,000,000.  That  is  money  that 
is  owed  to  the  American  Government. 
The  folks  that  have  borrowed  that  money 
have  done  a  good  job  of  repayment, 
and  nearly  all  of  them  are  way  ahead  in 
the  schedules  of  repayment,  but  it  is  a 
benefit  to  the  American  people  and  the 
American  Government  to  collect  that 
money  as  soon  as  you  can,  and  it  is  a 
benefit  to  that  man  who  has  borrowed 
to  let  him  pay  it  while  he  is  able,  be¬ 
cause  in  the  lean  years  that  may  lie 
ahead  of  us  it  may  be  a  little  harder  for 
him  to  pay,  and  the  Government  may 
find  it  a  little  harder  to  collect.  So  the 
expenditure  of  a  reasonable  amount  of 
money  on  proper  supervision  and  proper 
handling  of  collections  is  money  well 
spent.  I  think  this  $1,000,000  will  bring 
back  many  times  that  amount  in  collec¬ 
tions  that  otherwise  we  might  not  make 
with  regard  to  this  program. 

I  cannot  pass  on  from  that  item  with¬ 
out  paying  tribute  to  the  man  who  now 
heads  the  Farmers  Home  Administra¬ 
tion,  Dillard  Lasseter.  He  took  that  pro¬ 
gram  when  it  had  not  too  good  a  repu¬ 
tation  nationally  due  to  some  of  the  other 
people  who  had  headed  it  at  one  time. 
Locally  most  of  the  people  had  done  a 
good  job,  but  we  had  been  unable  in  the 
Congress  to  get  the  leaders  at  the  top  to 
even  obey  the  will  of  Congress  with  ref¬ 
erence  to  ^getting  rid  of  certain  great 
social  projects  scattered  throughout  the 
country.  The  man  now  at  the  head  of 
it  has  been  there  for  2  or  3  years.  He 
has  cleaned  up  the  agency  and  he  is  do¬ 
ing  a  wonderful  job  and  is  carrying  on 
the  kind  of  work  that  the  Congress  in¬ 
tended  when  they  set  it  up.  This  com¬ 
mittee  recognizes  that  fact  and  has  com¬ 
mented  very  favorably  upon  Mr.  Lasseter 
and  his  work  here  and  the  splendid 
forces  that  he  has  in  the  field.  They 
are  now  doing  what  they  wanted  to  do 
all  the  time,  but  which  they  were  pre¬ 
vented  from  doing  many  times  by  orders 
from  on  top.  We  are  glad  to  get  rid  of 
some  of  the  folks  at  the  top  who  helped 
contribute  to  that  deplorable  state  of 
affairs,  which  as  I  say,  is  now  corrected. 
I  could  go  on  talking  about  many  other 
items  that  are  covered  in  this  bill. 

Of  local  interest  to  my  own  area,  the 
bill  provides  for  a  livestock  marketing 
service  for  Memphis,  Tenn.,  and  a  dairy, 
poultry,  fruit,  and  vegetable  market  news 
service  for  Jackson,  Miss.  This  service 
is  badly  needed  and  is  a  worthy  recog¬ 
nition  of  the  great  progress  my  section 
has  made  in  those  fields. 

We  have  made  adequate  funds  avail¬ 
able  to  control  the  pink  bollworm,  which 
is  a  real  menace  to  the  cotton  industry. 

I  feel  we  might  well  have  appropriated 
a  larger  sum  for  research  under  the  Re¬ 
search  and  Marketing  Act  of  1946.  I 
think  this  work  is  vital  for  the  years 
a£ead.  The  Department  made  an  ex¬ 
cellent  showing  on  this  program.  Some 
members  of  the  committee,  I  might  say 
a  majority  of  the  members  of  the  com¬ 
mittee,  differed  with  me  on  that  and 
felt  it  would  be  safe  and  sound  to  go  along 
a  little  bit  more  slowly  than  some  of  us 
might  think  well  and  thus  be  sure  to  get 
off  on  a  sound  footing  with  reasonable 
funds  and  thus  get  the  highly  skilled 
technical  personnel  that  can  continue 
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this  work.  Whether  this  amount  will 
take  care  of  that,  I  sometimes  doubt, 
but  we  will  have  a  chance  to  develop  ad¬ 
ditional  testimony  in  the  Senate  from 
which  we  can  further  determine  whether 
the  amount  appropriated  adequately 
meets  their  needs.  The  committee,  I 
feel,  might  well  have  allowed  the  third 
increment  to  the  extension  services.  Ad¬ 
ditional  agents  to  do  4-H  Club  work; 
helping  with  the  Future  Farmers  of 
America  are  the  best  investment  we  could 
possibly  make. 

Again  I  say  as  we  come  to  the  consid¬ 
eration  of  this  bill,  perhaps  I  should  not 
say  it  this  way,  but  in  view  of  the  hard 
fight  that  we  had  last  year  showing  some 
of  our  colleagues  on  the  left  that  they 
were  making  a  mistake  in  drastically 
cutting  funds  for  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  and  eliminating  some  of 
these  programs,  I  am  highly  gratified 
that  apparently  we  gave  them  the  cure, 
because  they  have  contributed  greatly 
to  bringing  out  a  sound  bill  this  year.  I 
know  they  were  friends  of  the  American 
farmer  all  the  time,  and  through  this 
bill  they  demonstrate  that  fact  and  show 
that  they  are  friends  of  agriculture  and 
thus  of  the  Nation.  I  think,  all  in  all, 
we  have  brought  out  a  bill  here  which 
will  contribute  not  only  to  the  welfare  of 
American  agriculture,  but  will  contribute 
greatly  to  the  welfare  of  the  American 
Nation  in  this  most  serious  time,  when 
so  many  foreign  demands  are  being  made 
on  our  productivity.  I  am  glad  to  pre¬ 
sent  this  bill  to  this  body.  I  believe,  by 
and  large,  it  will  meet  the  needs  of  agri¬ 
culture.  I  am  glad  that  I  had  some  small 
part  in  helping  to  bring  it  to  its  present 
status 

Mr.'  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  such  time  as  he  may 
require  to  the  gentleman  from  Wash¬ 
ington  [Mr.  Horan!. 

Mr.  HORAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  want 
to  pay  my  sincere  respects  to  our  friend, 
the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dirk- 
sen],  chairman  of  this  subcommittee. 
When  I  came  here  as  a  new  Member, 
Everett  Dirksen  was  always  available 
to  me  and  always  had  time  in  that  busy 
life  of  his  to  answer  questions  and  to  give 
sound  advice.  It  has  been  with  a  great 
deal  of  pleasure  that  I  have  labored  on 
this  committee  with  Everett  Dirksen 
for  4  years.  I  have  found  his  work  con¬ 
structive.  If  he  did  not  feel  that  he  had 
a  constructive  objective,  he  did  not  labor 
in  that  direction — he  did  not  waste  his 
time.  This  Congress  and  this  Nation 
and  the  world  is  suffering  a  loss  by  his 
leaving  Congress  by  his  own  decision. 
We  fervently  hope  his  difficulties  will  be 
overcome  and  that  he  will  return.  His 
usefulness  and  his  ability  must  not  nec¬ 
essarily  be  lost  to  a  troubled  world — and 
it  is  a  troubled  world  now  indeed — for 
he  has  an  objectiveness  that  cannot  help 
but  be  fruitful.  His  discussion  about 
food  this  afternoon  I  thought  was  rather 
enjoyable.  Certainly  food,  shelter,  and 
clothing  are  basic;  and  vision  that  we 
might  be  able  to  soundly  project  for  ade¬ 
quate  diets  and  adequate  protection  of 
those  things  that  make  adequate  diet 
possible,  is  essential  to  the  future  of  our¬ 
selves  and  the  world. 


This  afternoon  this  Congress  in  joint 
session  listened  to  the  President  of  the 
United  States.  I  think  one  sound  com¬ 
ment  that  can  be  said  is  that  we  are  re¬ 
lieved  that  a  definite  assertion  has  been 
made  as  to  just  who  our  expected  adver¬ 
saries  are.  We  have  quit  the  double  talk, 
and  this  Nation,  through  its  President, 
has  announced  basic  opposition  to  totali¬ 
tarianism.  Yes,  the  Soviet  Union  was 
mentioned  in  that  address.  However, 
that  does  not  relieve  this  Congress  from 
the  many  responsibilities  and  from  the 
duty  of  asking  a  great  many  questions. 
We  know  with  whom  we  may  have  war, 
but  we  do  not  know  the  answer  to  many 
other  questions.  The  President  was  not 
too  specific.  Let  us  have  some  answers 
from  the  administration.  I  would  like  to 
ask  some  of  the  questions  that  you  and  I, 
as  Members  of  Congress,  seeking  to  ex¬ 
press  the  will  of  the  people  of  the  United 
States,  will  have  to  answer.  We  will 
probably  have  to  prepare  for  hostilities, 
as  the  President  has  indicated  in  this 
address  today.  But,  for  what?  De¬ 
fense?  If  so,  what  is  the  pattern  for 
us?  What  is  the  job  for  every  Ameri¬ 
can?  If  it  is  planned  for  us  to  attack, 
how?  Certainly  we  would  not  attack 
Russia  on  land.  Napoleon  tried  that 
with  half  a  million  men  and  the  result  is 
one  of  the  tragic  failures  of  history. 
Hitler  tried  it  with  220  divisions,  over 
3,000,000  men,  and  the  result  is  tragic 
history.  That  is  one  of  the  questions 
that  we  will  have  to  answer  in  this  body, 
and  prepare  what  is  before  us  in  terms  of 
that  answer. 

Are  we  to  attack,  perhaps,  by  sea? 
Well,  if  so,  we  are  well  prepared,  because 
we  have  in  being  the  world’s  one  great 
Navy.  It  is,  indeed.  Yet,  if  Russia  is  to 
be  our  adversary  it  is  questionable 
whether  she  can  be  blockaded,  and  cer¬ 
tainly  our  Navy  could  not  deliver,  with 
ships,  the  knock-out  blow.  So  we  come 
down  to  some  consideration,  perhaps,  of 
points  that  have  been  mentioned  by  other 
speakers  following  the  President’s  ad¬ 
dress,  that  we  should  have  the  greatest 
air  force  in  the  world,  and  you  and  I,  my 
colleagues,  will  have  to  determine  if  that 
is  to  be  our  procedure. 

Then  there  is  the  other  matter  of  how 
to  regiment  this  Nation  if  we  are  to  go 
to  war.  What  is  the  useful,  proper,  ef¬ 
fective  job  for  every  American?  The 
President  did  not  mention  Universal 
Military  Training.  He  said,  “Second,  I 
recommend  prompt  enactment  of  uni¬ 
versal  training  legislation.”  You  and  I 
apparently  will  have  to  answer  the  ques¬ 
tion,  Does  that  mean  military  training? 
So  there  are  many  questions  before  this 
Congress  that  you  and  I  as  individuals, 
and  speaking  for  other  individuals  in  the 
United  States,  will  have  to  answer.  The 
greatness  of  this  Nation  has  been  our 
desire,  our  attempts  to  find  a  useful  spot, 
if  at  all  possible,  for  the  individuals  who 
collectively  make  this  Nation  great. 

We  will  have  to  answer  these  ques¬ 
tions  and  provide  opportunities  and  pro¬ 
tect  the  future  of  these  people. 

In  this  bill  we  have  tried  to  do  that  as 
far  as  appropriations  for  agriculture  in 
this  great  Nation  are  possible.  As  you 
appraise  this  bill,  first  and  foremost  be¬ 


fore  you  today  should  be  this  considera¬ 
tion:  Does  it  preserve  the  individual  in¬ 
tegrity  of  our  free  American  citizen? 
Does  it  provide  opportunity?  Does  it 
protect? 

In  this  bill  we  have  implemented  the 
research  and  extension  service  for 
Alaska.  Alaska  in  any  man’s  future, 
predicting  as  he  might  any  logistic,  or 
strategic,  or  tactical  future  for  the  Air 
Forces,  must  necessarily  take  Alaska 
into  consideration.  Alaska  produces,  I 
believe,  only  one-sixth  of  her  total  agri¬ 
cultural  products,  the  food  that  the  able 
chairman,  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  Dirksen]  was  mentioning  earlier  in 
the  afternoon.  So  we  have  implemented 
and  spelled  out  in  this  bill  that  the  re¬ 
search  that  is  going  on  in  Alaska  must 
be  designed  to  increase  her  self-suffi¬ 
ciency  as  an  agricultural  entity  of  the 
United  States.  If  Alaska  is  to  figure  in 
our  military  air  future  this  is  especially 
important. 

In  this  bill  we  have  increased  the 
amount  for  soil  conservation  so  that  we 
will  be  better  able  to  spread  the  aid  out 
to  areas  where  the  soil  is  subject  to  ero¬ 
sion.  We  have  taken  steps  to  protect 
productivity  of  the  soil  by  increasing 
funds  for  this  work  where  the  soil  ac¬ 
tually  is. 

REA  loans  are  provided  for  in  the  bill. 
These  are  loans  that  will  be  repaid  by 
the  United  States.  They  are  important 
to  every  farmer  who  needs  the  help  of 
electricity  and  we  have  taken  a  long  step 
in  this  bill  to  provide  protection  and  to 
find  use  for  and  create  places  for  Ameri¬ 
can  individuals  by  providing  for  every 
proper  phase  of  agriculture.  What  we 
have  done  cannot  help  but  fit  impor¬ 
tantly  into  what  is  before  America.  We 
have  tried  to  spell  out  here  and  show  you 
what  we  have  done  about  protection  for 
those  who  till  our  farms  and  raise  the 
food  that  is  needed  whether  we  have  war 
or  not.  The  other  questions  that  I  men¬ 
tion  I  trust  will  be  spelled  out  by  the 
Administration  so  that  we  will  know  in  so 
many  words  and  not  in  double  talk  what 
lies  before  us  and  what  our  preparation 
program  must  entail. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HORAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  I  cannot 
let  this  opportunity  go  by  without  pay¬ 
ing  a  little  tribute  to  my  colleague  from 
Washington.  He  especially  on  the  com¬ 
mittee  I  believe  has  a  broader  knowledge 
of  one  field  in  this  bill,  forestry,  than 
any  other  Member.  I  personally  have 
acquired  from  him  a  tremendous  amount 
of  knowledge  relative  to  that  great 
industry. 

Mr.  HORAN.  I  thank  my  colleague 
from  Minnesota  and  I  want  to  say  that 
one  of  the  things  we  have  done  in  this 
bill  to  protect  the  future  of  our  people 
is  to  provide  for  an  intelligent  extension 
of  our  forestry  program.  These  are  the 
things  we  do  as  Members  of  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  to  protect  the  future 
of  the  individual  citizen  of  this  country. 

Mr.  MURDOCK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HORAN.  I  yield. 
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Mr.  MURDOCK.  I  wish  to  second  the 
complimentary  remarks  just  made  by  the 
gentleman  from  Minnesota  and  well- 
deserved  by  our  colleague  from  Wash¬ 
ington.  I  presume  the  gentleman  refers 
to  the  experimental  forestry-research 
program  which  has  been  increased  over 
last  year’s  program  by  $275,000  and  in¬ 
creased  over  the  budget  estimate.  I 
want  to  compliment  the  committee  on 
that  particular  piece  of  work  for  I  think 
still  greater  good  will  result  from  such 
experimental  work  in  forest  products. 

Mr.  HORAN.  In  fairness  to  the  sub¬ 
committee  on  which  I  have  had  the 
pleasure  of  serving  I  want  to  say  that  for 
3  years  now  we  have  been  trying  to  de¬ 
velop  an  expanding  program  for  forestry 
that  would  include  not  only  Government 
lands  but  privately  owned  lands  an  in¬ 
dividuals  who  have  forest  farms  or  wood 
lots. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  back  the  balance 
of  my  time-. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  has 
consumed  11  minutes. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  yield  such  time  as  he  may  desire 
to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
Bennett],  _ 

Mr.  BENNETT  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  last  summer  the  President 
vetoed  the  Allen  bill  which  would  have 
continued  the  premium  price  plan  for 
copper,  lead,  and  zinc.  This  action  by 
the  President  has  not  only  forced  the 
closing  of  many  mines  producing  these 
vital  and  strategic  metals,  but  it  has 
threatened  the  existence  of  many  others 
in  such  important  districts  as  the  copper 
area  in  northern  Michigan. 

One  of  the  prime  requisites  for  the 
building  of  the  kind  of  military  defense 
this  country  needs  today  is  an  adequate 
supply  of  strategic  metals  su§h  as  cop¬ 
per,  lead,  and  zinc.  The  President  in  his 
message  this  afternoon  laid  before  Con¬ 
gress  the  increasing  danger  of  expand¬ 
ing  communism  and  he  pointed  out  the 
immediate  necessity  of  an  improved 
system  of  national  defense.  Very  few 
people  will  disagree  with  the  President 
on  the  dangers  which  confront  the  world 
as  a  result  of  the  tyranny  from  the  rulers 
of  Moscow.  But  let  us  be  honest  with 
ourselves.  If  we  are  to  undertake  a 
proper  preparedness  program  in  the  de¬ 
fense  of  our  country,  we  must  increase 
our  stock  piles  of  strategic  materials 
necessary  for  that  purpose.  Our  na¬ 
tional  stock  pile  of  these  vital  supplies 
has  been  depleted.  It  must  be  rebuilt 
without  delay.  It  cannot  be  done  with¬ 
out  a  maximum  production  of  copper. 

There  are  many  mines  throughout  the 
United  States  capable  of  producing  mil¬ 
lions  of  pounds  of  copper.  But  because 
the  copper  concentration  is  not  as  heavy 
in  some  mines  as  it  is  in  others,  the  cost 
of  production  becomes  an  important 
factor.  A  small  subsidy  or  premium  pay-" 
ment  by  the  Government  is  the  only 
method  which  will  permit  the  continued 
operation  of  the  so-called  high-cost 
producing  mines. 

There  is  a  copper  mine  in  my  district 
which  has  operated  almost  continuously 
since  1852.  During  that  span  of  almost 
100  years  it  has  producer  over  300,000,000 
pounds  of  refined  copper.  It  has  helped 
supply  the  copper  needs  of  our  Govern¬ 


ment  in  each  of  its  wars  from  the  Civil 
War  through  World  War  II.  It  is  still 
producing  more  than  500,000  pounds  of 
copper  monthly  and  stands  ready  to  con¬ 
tribute  to  our  country’s  needs  should  the 
-occasion  arise.  But  like  many ‘other  of 
such  mines  operating  costs  are  high  be¬ 
cause  of  the  relatively  low  copper  con¬ 
tent  in  the  ore,  so  that  for  many  years 
the  company  has  barely  gotten  back  a 
new  dollar  for  an  old  one  and  has  re¬ 
covered  nothing  for  depreciation  or  de¬ 
pletion  which  is  customarily  assessable 
against  current  production.  Due  to  this 
situation  it  has  been  unable  to  make  any 
appropriation  for  underground  develop¬ 
ment  and  as  a  result  no  such  develop¬ 
ment  has  been  undertaken  since  the 
early  part  of  1945.  The  lack  of  develop¬ 
ment  has  reduced  the  amount  of  avail¬ 
able  reserves  to  a  point  where  the  mine 
must  eventually  close  and  the  available 
ore  thus  irretrievably  lost.  Increased 
freight  rates  as  well  as  the  cost  of  coal, 
steel,  and  other  commodities  has  resulted 
in  a  situation  where  the  production  cost 
will  exceed  the  market  price  for  copper 
produced.  No  business  can  continue  for 
long  under  such  circumstances. 

This  is  not  an  isolated  situation.  It 
exists  in  almost  every  copper-producing 
area  in  the  United  States.  Add  the  com¬ 
bined  production  of  these  high-cost 
mines  and  they  make  a  very  sizable  and 
important  contribution  to  the  over-all 
production  of  copper  in  the  United 
States.  Are  we  going  to  permit  these 
mines  to  close  in  the  face  of  a  desperate 
national  need  for  copper?  Are  we  going 
$o  permit  this  loss  of  production  which  is 
needed  to  replenish  our  stock  piles,  at 
such  a  critical  moment,  for  the  lack  of 
governmental  assistance  and  support? 
The  cost  of  a  subsidy  for  the  production 
of  copper  is  picayunish  compared  with 
the  benefits  our  country  will  derive 
through  the  continued  operation  of  the 
mines  which  need  assistance  under  such 
a  program.  I  think  it  was  estimated  last 
year  that  the  Russell  bill,  H.  R.  2455, 
•would  cost  less  than  $100,000,000  per 
year.  This  is  indeed  trivial  when  we  ap¬ 
praise  the  relative  importance  of  copper 
in  the  over-all  defense  program. 

Mr.  Chairman,  we  have  been  very  gen¬ 
erous  in  our  gifts  to  foreign  countries. 
We  give  it  away  in  billions — not  millions. 
We  give  it  away  without  any  hope  or  ex¬ 
pectation  of  its  return.  We  do  not  even 
require  a  foreign  nation  to  account  to 
us  for  the  manner  in  which  it  spends  our 
money.  If  we  can  afford  to  let  politi¬ 
cians  in  foreign  countries  gamble  with 
our  money,  surely  we  can  afford  to  invest 
in  the  production  of  our  own  natural  re¬ 
sources  to  insure  a  continuous  and  ade¬ 
quate  supply  of  the  strategic  materials 
so  important  to  our  own  national  wel¬ 
fare.  Congress  should  pass  H.  R.  2455 
without  delay. 

(Mr.  BENNETT  of  Michigan  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  revise  and  ex¬ 
tend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Ar¬ 
kansas  [Mr.  Hays]. 

Mr.  HAYS.  Mr.  Chairman,  we  are 
having  what  you  might  call  a  love  feast 
this  afternoon  and  I  like  it.  I  am  happy 
as  one  who  is  not  a  member  of  the  Ap¬ 


propriations  Committee  to  join  in  these 
fine  tributes  to  all  of  the  members  of 
the  Subcommittee  on  Agricultural  Ap¬ 
propriations  from  both  sides  of  the  aisle. 
I  join  in  expressing  regret  that  we  are 
not  to  have  the  service  of  our  beloved 
friend  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Diexsen].  I 
think  he  might  pardon  me — it  will  not 
embarrass  him — if  I  refer  to  the  fact  that 
in  the  early  days  of  my  service  in  the 
Congress  we  had  an  occasional  clash  on 
the  floor  as  to  the  policies  of  the  Farm 
Home  Administration.  I  "thought  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dieksen] 
was  pretty  tough  on  me  and  on  the 
agency  with  which  I  had  been  connected 
before  coming  to  Congress.  Then  I 
found  that  he  was  rendering  a  service  in 
requiring  the  new  agency  to  meet  better 
standards;  but  I -wonder  if  he  will  not 
agree  with  me  now  that  there  was  a  value 
in  the  early  experiments  even  though 
they  did  not  work  out?  It  is  a  good 
deal  like  Thomas  Edison,  who,  after  a 
thousand  experiments  in  which  he 
failed,  and  critics  stated,  “What  a  terri¬ 
ble  loss  in  time,”  said  in  reply,  “Not  at 
all.  We  have  learned  a  thousand  ways 
not  to  do  a  thing.” 

At  that  time  there  were  three  principal 
divisions,  one  the  resettlement  idea  of 
establishing  cooperative  farm  projects ; 
second,  the  farm  ownership  program  of 
helping  farmers  get  a  stake  in  land  where 
they  could  improve  living  standards; 
and,  finally,  what  we  called  the  rural  re¬ 
habilitation  program  that  helped  the 
farmer  where  he  was  to  operate  more 
efficiently.  Those  were  the  loans  that 
worked  out  and  that  was  the  program 
that  proved  successful.  So  with  the 
abandonment  of  the  community  projects 
and  the  emphasis  on  these  other  two,  the 
farm  ownership  and  the  rural  rehabili¬ 
tation  programs,  we  have  today  in  the 
Farmers  Home  Administration  one  of  the 
finest  agencies  now  operating  in  the 
United  States  Government. 

I  join,  too,  in  the  remarks  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Washington  [Mr.  Horan], 
Both  he  and  the  gentleman  from  Califor¬ 
nia  [Mr.  Phillips]  have  had  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  observe  the  group  of  farmers 
who  were  forced  to  move  out  of  the  South 
when  agricultural  opportunities  proved 
inadequate  into  areas  of  the  West  in 
order  that  they  might  stay  in  agriculture, 
for  the  land  on  which  they  had  operated 
in  the  southern  Appalachians  and  in  the 
Ozark  country  had  been  washed  away. 
Before  the  United  States  Government 
inaugurated  its  ambitious  soil-conserva¬ 
tion  program  they  fought  a  losing  fight 
to  retain  their  farms. 

Mr.  MURDOCK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HAYS.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Arizona. 

Mr.  MURDOCK.  Do  I  understand  the 
gentleman  to  mean  now  that  we  have 
adopted  the  best  features  of  the  old 
agency  and  are  putting  them  into  prac¬ 
tice  now,  rejecting  those  found  to  be 
unworthy? 

Mr.  HAYS.  Exactly.  That  explains 
my  reference  to  the  gentleman  from  Illi¬ 
nois  [Mr.  DirksenL  I  realize  now  there 
was  much  value  in  what  he  had  to  say, 
and  I  am  inviting  him  to  join  me  in  the 
conclusion  that  we  now.  have  under  the 
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present  Farmers  Home  Administration 
a  sound  program.  I  believe  if  it  were 
not  sound  it  would  not  have  his  approval 
and  would  not  have  the  committee  rec¬ 
ommendation  for  millions  of  dollars  in 
loan  funds  for  the  farm-ownership  pro¬ 
gram. 

Mr.  MURDOCK.  We  have  found  sim¬ 
ple  ways  not  to  do  things. 

Mr.  HAYS.  Yes;  the  gentleman  is 
correct. 

Mr.  TRIMBLE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HAYS.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  TRIMBLE.  I  am  glad  to  hear  my 
friend  from  Arkansas,  and  most  of  the 
time  my  leader,  say  that  the  Farmers 
Home  Administration  has  done  so  much 
for  basic  agriculture.  We  have  seen  our 
errors,  and  we  have  corrected  them,  and 
we  are  now  on  the  way  toward  solving 
a  great  program  that  will  help  the  farm¬ 
ers  of  our  country. 

Mr.  HAYS.  I  thank  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HAYS.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  California. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  I  want 
to  say  that  California  is  very  happy  to 
have  these  friends  and  neighbors  of  the 
gentleman  come  to  California.  They 
make  good  farmers,  and  there  is  room 
for  more  people  like  that. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Arkansas  has  expired. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
the  gentleman  five  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  HAYS.  I  appreciate  the  state¬ 
ment  of  the  gentleman  from  California. 
I  know  that  there  is  a  personal  element 
in  that  comment,  and  I  am  afraid  that 
some  of  my  former  Arkansas  friends  may 
be  voting  Republican  out  there  now; 
otherwise  there  would  not  be  such  signs 
of  affection  for  the  gentleman  from  Cali¬ 
fornia  as  I  find.  The  gentleman  from 
Washington  [Mr.  Horan]  has  also  spoken 
of  the  high  character  of  those  who  have 
been  forced  into  a  migration  that  took 
them  into  the  West  where  they  could 
have  better  opportunities. 

Mr.  HORAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  the 
gentleman  will  yield  further,  I  will  say 
to  my  friend  from  Arkansas  that  you 
could  run  for  Congress  out  there  and 
almost  win  by  vote  of  the  people  from 
Arkansas,  because  we  have  so  many  of 
them,  particularly  from  Izard  County, 
and  they  are,  without  doubt,  all  of  them, 
outstanding  workers. 

Mr.  HAYS.  While  the  gentleman  has 
the  floor,  let  me  add  that  I  think  we  are 
touching  on  a  problem  here  that  deserves 
the  attention  of  the  Congress,  and  I  ap¬ 
preciate  the  businesslike  attention  he  has 
given  to  it.  I  wish  there  were  more  such 
men  in  the  United  States  who  have  not 
only  a  sound  business  background  in  the 
field  of  agriculture  but  some  of  the  social 
concepts  that  these  friends  of  mine  from 
the  West  have.  I  wonder  if  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Washington  will  join  me  in 
this  further  statement  that  while  they 
are  good  citizens  and  have  fitted  into  the 
agricultural  system  of  the  West,  from 
the  standpoint  of  the  well-being  of  the 
American  farmer,  it  is  desirable  for  them 


to  stay  in  that  country  with  which  they 
are  familiar.  In  other  words,  if  we  can 
work  out  a  program  that  leaves  them 
anchored  to  the  land  they  know,  it  is  the 
duty  of  the  Congress  to  give  every  en¬ 
couragement  to  that  kind  of  program. 

Mr.  HORAN.  Might  I  say  that  I  know 
It  has  been  the  determination  of  the 
subcommittee  to  put  every  individual 
farmer  back  on  his  own  feet,  wherever 
possible.  Whatever  complaints  may 
have  come  probably  were  inspired  by  the 
fear  of  too  much  patronage  in  any  pro¬ 
gram  such  as  this.  I  want  to  say  that 
I  think  we  have  ironed  out  some  of  these 
differences,  and  that  we  are  closer  in 
agreement  than  perhaps  in  the  past  when 
the  gentleman  used  to  come  before  the 
subcommittee  in  the  days  of  the  depres¬ 
sion,  when  conditions  were  different  than 
they  are  now. 

Mr.  HAYS.  I  thank  the  gentleman. 

I  appreciate  the  patience  with  which 
they  have  heard  those  of  us  who  have  on 
our  hearts  the  adjustment  of  the  severe 
social  problem  that  has  robbed  us  of 
important  human  resources  in  Arkansas, 
although  it  added  to  your  resources  in 
the  West,  and  I  appreciate  very  much 
what  the  gentleman  has  said. 

Mr.  MURDOCK.  Mr.  Chairman,  if 
the  gentleman  will  yield  further,  I  want 
to  make  these  remarks  in  all  seriousness. 
I  am  not  at  all  facetious.  I  want  to  say 
to  my  friend  from  California,  who  said 
some  very  complimentary  things  about 
some  of  the  gentleman’s  former  neigh¬ 
bors  who  moved  out  there,  that  they  did 
not  all  go  to  California.  In  attempting 
to  go  there,  they  crossed  Arizona,  and 
many  of  them  decided  to  stay.  They 
are  among  the  best  citizens  we  have,  and 
some  of  the  best  farmers. 

Mr.  HAYS.  I  appreciate  that,  and 
they  had  to  be  good  to  stay  in  farm  occu¬ 
pations.  I  have  lived  with  them.  I  re¬ 
member  the  day  when  I  decided  not  to 
be  a  farmer  and  become  a  statesman.  I 
was  picking  peaches  on  my  Uncle  Will’s 
farm  and  the  temperature  was  110°. 
There  is  something  about  peach  fuzz  on 
the  back  of  your  neck  when  the  temper¬ 
ature  gets  that  high  that  helps  you  with 
such  a  decision.  Anybody  who  stays  in 
agriculture  and  survives,  with  the  haz¬ 
ards  that  the  farmer  has,  deserves  all  the 
encomiums  that  the  gentleman  from  Ari¬ 
zona  is  paying  him. 

Mr.  MURDOCK.  I  might  say,  partly 
facetiously,  that  they  did  not  all  become 
Republicans  when  they  moved  out  West. 

Mr.  HAYS.  I  am  glad  to  have  that 
reassurance.  We  may  indulge  in  pleas¬ 
antries,  but  if  we  are  going  to  be  serious 
I  agree  that  the  Record  should  show  that 
they  did  not  all  go  Republican. 

I  want  to  give  the  Members  an  inter¬ 
esting  item  with  reference  to  the  agency 
I  am  speaking  of  today. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Arkansas  has  expired. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
five  additional  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  HAYS.  Not  long  ago  the  Ar¬ 
kansas  Press  Association  had  a  contest. 
It  was  called  The  Balanced  Farming 
Contest.  Of  the  white  farmers  win¬ 
ning  the  first  three  prizes,  two  were  bor¬ 


rowers  from  this  agency.  Among  the 
three  with  honorable  mention,  two  were 
borrowers.  Among  the  Negro  farmers, 
the  ones  in  first  and  third  positions  were 
borrowers  from  the  Farmers  Home  Ad¬ 
ministration.  Of  the  three  with  honor¬ 
able  mention,  one  was  a  borrower.  Out 
of  the  12  honored  by  the  Arkansas 
Press  Association,  7  were  borrowers  from 
this  agency.  That  is  some  indication, 
since  they  constitute  only  a  fraction  of 
the  total  number  of  Arkansas  farmers, 
of  the  effectiveness  of  this  program. 

Without  detracting,  I  hope,  from  what 
I  have  said  in  appreciation  of  the  sub¬ 
committee’s  excellent  work,  may  I  ex¬ 
press  disappointment  that  they  did  not 
grant  to  the  Farmers  Home  Administra¬ 
tion  the  full  $75,000,000  in  loans  for  pro¬ 
duction  and  subsistence  as  requested  in 
the  budget.  I  know  it  is  easy  to  criticize, 
and  it  is  with  reluctance  that  I  do  so  and 
only  because  I  feel  that  the  money  could 
be  wisely  used  and  would  be  repaid. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HAYS.  I  yield  lo  the  gentleman 
'  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  The  gen¬ 
tleman  will  admit,  however,  that  we  gave 
them  the  same  amount  in  that  item  that 
was  provided  for  the  present  fiscal  year? 

Mr.  HAYS.  Yes. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  May  I  say 
to  the  gentleman  that  the  committee  felt 
that  in  this  era  of  prosperity  which  is 
more  or  less  general  in  agriculture  today, 
perhaps  the  $60,000,000  would  take  care 
of  that  stratum  of  low-income  farmers, 
in  whom  both  the  gentleman  and  I  are 
interested. 

Mr.  HAYS.  I  appreciate  that,  and  I 
know  that  the  committee  gave  the  mat¬ 
ter  its  best  judgment  and  did  not  want 
to  be  ungenerous.  I  insist,  however, 
that  here  is  a  group  of  farmers  who  do 
not  share  proportionately  in  the  income 
resulting  from  price  increases.  You  can 
double  the  price  of  a  pound  of  cotton, 
but  for  a  farmer  who  grows  just  two  or 
three  bales  you  have  not  elevated  him 
greatly  in  the  scale  of  living.  What  we 
need  to  do  is  to  support  a  program  that 
helps  him  not  only  with  his  cash  income 
but  with  his  subsistence  program,  so 
that  the  two  are  geared  together  and  his 
real  standard  of  living  is  improved. 
Thousands  of  them,  may  I  say  to  the 
gentleman  from  Minnesota,  will  be  with¬ 
out  the  loans  they  need.  Mr.  Lasseter 
showed  the  committee  that  in  fiscal  1947, 
with  $92,000,000  available  for  these  loans, 
36  States  ran  out  of  money  before  Febru¬ 
ary  in  that  fiscal  period. 

I  am  bringing  out  these  points  for  fu¬ 
ture  consideration  because  of  the  fact 
that  this  is  a  loan  program  and  the 
money  will  be  repaid.  It  draws  5  percent 
interest.  It  is  costing  the  Government 
around  2  percent.  Actually,  while  there 
is  some  loss  in  our  capital  loans,  natu¬ 
rally,  in  this  kind  of  a  social  program  as 
distinguished  from  the  farm-credit  pro¬ 
gram,  I  think  the  difference  in  the  in¬ 
terest  absorbs  much  of  the  administra¬ 
tive  expense  and,  in  many  instances,  it 
actually  shows  up  on  the  right  side  of 
the  ledger. 
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May  I  say  to  the  gentleman  that  I 
know  the  committee  has  done  the  very 
best  it  could,  and  it  would  be  unbecoming 
of  me  to  say  anything  in  criticism  of 
their  action  on  that  score.  What  I  have 
wanted  to  emphasize  is  that  the  Farmers 
Home  Administration  has  passed  through 
a  great  transition.  They  have  moved 
out  of  an  experimental  agency  into  a 
sound  social  program  that  aids  farm 
ownership  and  improves  relations  be¬ 
tween  landlord  and  tenant,  and  that,  by 
a  live-at-home  program,  greatly  expands 
the  agricultural  resources  of  this  coun¬ 
try.  I  am  grateful  for  the  indulgence  of 
the  committee.  Without  soil  conserva¬ 
tion,  without  the  research  that  has  been 
provided,  and  the  other  things  that  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  detailed  in  his 
opening  speech  it  would  have  been  im¬ 
possible  to  chalk  up  this  marvelous  rec¬ 
ord  for  the  Farmers  Home  Administra¬ 
tion. 

May  I  close  with  the  point  I  made  in 
the  beginning  that  we  are  now  engaged 
in  a  great  research  in  the  field  of  human 
relations  in  adjusting  a  vast  social  prob¬ 
lem  that  means  much  to  American  agri¬ 
culture,  enabling  the  big  farmer  and  the 
little,  farmer  to  recognize  their  common 
interests  and  work  together  for  Ameri¬ 
can  agriculture  and  for  the  security  of 
our  Nation.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  would  not  want  the  gentleman 
from  Arkansas  to  feel  that  anything  I 
have  said  as  to  the  amount  of  subsistence 
loans  would  or  should  detract  from  my 
good  opinion  of  Mr.  Lasseter  and  his  or¬ 
ganization  and  the  splendid  job  they  are 
now  doing.  I  think  they  are  doing  a 
very  fine  job  today.  But,  of  course,  we 
in  the  Committee  on  Appropriations,  as 
the  gentleman  well  knows,  have  so  many 
hundreds  of  items  which  we  must  try  to 
shave  down  to  the  bone  in  order  to  keep 
within  a  reasonable  amount  in  any  ap¬ 
propriation  bill. 

Mr.  HAYS.  It  was  the  knowledge  that 
that  is  true  which  tempered  my  com¬ 
ment.  I  will  state  again  that  I  am  very 
grateful  to  the  committee  for  the  consid¬ 
eration  they  have  given  this  agency. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  has  expired. 

- Mr:  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  yield’  5  minutes  to  the  gentle¬ 
woman  from  Massachusetts  .[Mrs. 
Rogers]  .  / 

(Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts  asked 
and  was  given  permission  to  revise  and 
exttend  her  remarks.) 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Chairman,  it  has  becopie  increasingly 
obvious  to  me  and  especially  obvious 
after  the  statements  made  by  the  Speak¬ 
er  of  the  House,  both  on  yesterday  and 
today,  so  well  as  by  the  President  in  his 
message  to  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  today,  that  we  are  in  a  great  na¬ 
tional  emergency— the  greatest  this 
country  has  ever  faced.  Much  as  I  dis¬ 
like  to  believe  so,  much  as  I  dislike  not 
only  the  Implication  but  the  hard,  re¬ 
lentless  facts  that  we  face — yes,  possible 
war — I  am  convinced  that  we  must  be 
prepared  and  be  prepared  immediately 
and  completely.  The  Speaker  spoke 
twice  on  the'  need  for  a  great  Air  Force. 
By  Ain  Force  I  am  sure  he  means  a 


great  and  powerful  Naval  Air  Force  as 
well  as  an  effective  Air  Force.  Many  per¬ 
sons  forget  that  there  are  Naval  Air 
Forces  as  well  as  the  Air  Force.  While 
they  are  unified  and  working  together, 
there  are  certain  functions  that  must  be 
kept  separate  in  order  that  they  both 
will  be  effective  in  the  maximum  degree. 
The  NaVgl  Air  Forces  can  strike  the 
enemy  immediately  and  anywhere.  The 
entire  country  must  realize  this. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  bill 
(S.  1641)  to  establish  a  Women’s  Army 
Corps  of  the  Regular  Army  and  to  au¬ 
thorize  the  enlistment  and  appointment 
of  women  in  the  Regular  Navy  and  Ma¬ 
rine  Corps  and  in  the  Navy- and  Marine 
Corps  Reserves,  and  for  other  purposes. 
Mr.  Chairman,  the  passage  of  this  bill 
will  be  another  fine  mobilization  measure. 
The  Senate  passed  this  bill  last  July. 
The  bill  provides  that  the  act  may  be 
cited  as  the  Women’s1  Armed  Services 
Integration  Act  of  1947.  That  bill  passed 
the  Senate  last  July.  The  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  Committee,  I  understand,  are  having 
hearings  upon  it.  I  was  told^hat  a  rumor 
had  started  that  the  Navy  did  not  want- 
■  this  bill  passed  as  it  was.  I  aim  reliably 
informed  by  high-ranking  ftaval  Jbi- 
ficers — in  fact,  the  highest  in  the  NaVy — 
that  the  Navy  is  extremely  an^jous  to 
have  this  bill  passed.  The  Navy  feels  it 
is  essential.  '  /  \ 

In  the  recent  war,  manpower  shortages 
made  it  mandatory  to  utilize  women 
where  practicable  in-  order  to  release 
men  for  billets  which  they  alone  could 
fill.  In  the  future  there  is  sound  reasoi 
to  believe  that  manpower  will  be  an  even 
greater  problem.  It  is  obvious,  there¬ 
fore,  that  should  we  have  a  future  war 
women  will  have  to  be  utilized  and  in 
greater  measure  than  before. 

,  The  case  for  making  the  WAVES  a  part 
of  the  Regular  Navy  stands  squarely  on 
the  basis  of  an  essential  preparation  for 
possible  future  war.  It  is  on  exactly  the 
same  basis  for  both  the  Army  and  the 
Navy.  It  has  been  shown  by  bitter  ex¬ 
perience  that  after  the  enemy  blow  falls 
there  is  not  time  to  create  the  needed 
facilities  without  great  loss  of  life  and 
money.  It  is  a  simple  matter  to  expand 
an  existing  organization  in  comparison 
with  reestablishing  one  which  has  been 
disestablished. 

Some,  who  admit  that  WAVES  will  be 
essential  in  war,  argue  that  in  time  of 
peace  they  should  be  retained  in  the  Re¬ 
serve  and  not  in  the  Regular  Navy.  If 
that  argument  were  valid,  all  the  armed 
services  could  be  maintained  in  a  reserve 
status  only.  The  Naval  Reserve  is  a 
vital  and  essential  adjunct  to  the  Regu¬ 
lar  Navy.  The  individual  in  the  Reserve 
must  give  adequate  time  to  his  civilian 
pursuit,  he  cannot  also  give  full  time  to 
a  military  pursuit.  Every  essential  part 
of  the  naval  service  must  maintain  a 
nucleus  in  peace  adequate  for  and  ca¬ 
pable  of  rapid  expansion  in  case  of  war. 
This  is  especially  true  of  the  WAVES 
organization  since  in  time  of  peace  it  is 
possible  to  explore  and  test  the  full  capa¬ 
bilities  of  women,  whereas  this  is  not 
possible  during  war. 

Of  the  86,000  women  who  served  in 
the  Navy,  approximately  30  percent  were 
assigned  to  aviation  billets.  A  large  por¬ 
tion  of  them  were  trained  in  aviation 


specialties.  They  taught  aircraft  gun¬ 
nery,  instrument  flying,  aerial  and  celes¬ 
tial  navigation.  They  increased  the  effi¬ 
ciency  of  the  pilot-training  program  by 
the  caliber  of  instruction  they  provided. 
After  the  Women’s  Reserve  program  got 
under  way  no  pilot  went  into  combat 
without  having  received  somewhere  in 
his  training  instruction  -  from  these 
Waves  specialists.  The  Na^al  Air  Trans¬ 
port  Service  utilized  Wa^es  in  about  2.6 
percent  of  their  wartime  billets  as  trans¬ 
port  airmen  and  air  transport  officers, 
as  well  as  in  generjd  duty.  Women  also 
packed  parachutes,  serviced  lifesaving 
equipment,  assembled  and  repaired  the 
engines  of  the  planes  the  pilots  flew. 
Women  in  control  towers  throughout  the 
United  States  and  later  in  Hawaii  di¬ 
rected  ai}?' traffic.  In  the  secret  night- 
fighter-training  program  a  large  and  in¬ 
dispensable  part,  including  detailed 
technical  tasks,  was  carried  out  by 
Waves.  Trained  aerographers  worked 
side  by  side  with  the  men  in  the  very 
important  task  of  weather  forecasting. 
In  all  these  aviation  activities  and  others 
Waves  did  a  most  outstanding  job. 
They  were  alert,  dependable  conscien¬ 
tious,  and  untiring,  even  in  jobs  of  highly 
tedious  and  repetitive  nature.  Their 
service  was  characterized  by  an  excep¬ 
tional  spirit,  morale,  and  devotion  to 
duty.  I  mention  these  past  perform¬ 
ances  only  because  the  wartime  experi¬ 
ence  thus  gained  of  the  abilities  of 
women  in  aviation  is  a  reliable  indication 
of  future  usefulness. 

I  will  not  labor  the  question  of  whether 
Waves  are  effective  or  efficient  in  these 
billets,  or  whether  they  are  more  or  less 
so  than  men.  Long  experience  both  in 
&vil  life  and  in  the  Navy  has  shown  con¬ 
clusively  that  there  are  certain  billets 
th^t  a  woman  can  fill  better  than  the  av¬ 
erage  man.  It  is  simply  a  case  of  the  in¬ 
telligent  utilization  of  manpower  so  that 
the  individual  is  fitted  into  the  job  for 
which  he  is  adapted  and  which  he  likes 
and  not  Into  one  where  the  reverse  is  true. 

Considering  the  economy  factor  and 
increased  efficiency  gained  through  the 
services  of\women,  not  to  retain  them 
would  be  shdrt-sighted.  We  must  be  real¬ 
istic  and  progressive  in  our  thinking  and 
face  the  fact  that  the  Navy  will  need  the 
services  of  trairied  women  in  the  event  of 
any  future  emergency.  To  insure  their 
presence  at  that  time  we  must  make  pro¬ 
vision  now  for  a  riucleus  as  part  of  our 
permanent  peacetime  naval  organi¬ 
zation.  \ 

For  some  time  past  the  Secretary  of 
National  Defense,  Mr.  Forrestal,  the  Sec¬ 
retaries  of  the  Army  and  the  Navy,  Gen¬ 
eral  Eisenhower,  General  Bradley,  Ad¬ 
miral  Nimitz,  Admiral  Dehfeld,  and  Ad¬ 
miral  Radford  have  repeatedly  stated  the 
need  for  the  passage  of  the  bill.  The 
need  is  even  more  urgent  now.  When  I 
introduced  the  first  WAAC  bill  some  be¬ 
lieved  it  would  not  be  passed,  but  it  was 
enacted  overwhelmingly  by  Congress. 

They  have  done  a  remarkable  job  ever 
since.  That  was  also  true  of  the  bill  to 
create  the  WAVES  and  the  Marines  and 
the  SPARS.  These  women  deserve  rec¬ 
ognition  for  their  splendid  services,  but 
I  am  not  asking  for  the  passage  of  the 
bill  just  because  they  deserve  recogni¬ 
tion.  I  am  asking  for  the  passage  of  it 
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because  it  is  necessary.  Manpower  is  S 
likely  to  be  drafted.  Women  will  be 
needed  also.  I  prefer  not  to  have  the 
women  drafted,  and  the  passage  of  this 
bill  will  help  prevent  the  drafting  of 
women.  The  hard  work  tjiat  the  coun¬ 
try  must  do  in  order  to  pe  mobilized  and 
mobilized  completely ■^requires  the  serv¬ 
ices  of  women.  Today  at  Boston  a  WAC 
sergeant  reports  that  women  went  to  the  ' 
Army  base  in  large  numbers.  That  was  1 
their  patriotic  response  in  this  emer-  jj 
gency.  S,/l641  should  be  passed  out  of 
the  Armed  Services  Committee  at  once  j 
and  pass  the  House. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentlewoman  from  Massachusetts  has 
expired. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Arizona 
[Mr.  Murdock], 

(Mr.  MURDOCK  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  MURDOCK.  Mr.  Chairman,  so 
much  has  been  said  and  properly  said 
by  way  of  compliment  to  the  committee 
that  I  feel  I  must  not  neglect  to  second 
the  fine  things  that  have  been  said  re¬ 
garding  the  work  of  the  chairman  and' 
other  members  of  the  subcommittee  and 
of  the  full  committee  in  preparing  this 
bill. 

It  seems  too  bad  for  me  to  overlook 
the  major  phases  of  this  appropriation 
measure  and  ask  questions  about  a  very 
minor**  phase,  but  I  want  to  take  a  min¬ 
ute  or  two  on  that  and  direct  my  ques¬ 
tions  more  particularly  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  California  [Mr.  Phillips]  be¬ 
cause  this  is  a  matter  that  pertains 
to  us  directly.  I  am  especially  inter¬ 
ested,  as  I  know  the  gentleman  from 
California  [Mr.  Phillips]  is  interested  in 
one  phase  of  experimental  work  which 
the  Department  is  carrying  on.  That 
particularly  is  testing  and  studying  the 
powerful  new  insecticides  that  have  been 
invented  and  called  into  use  in  recent 
years.  ■  „ 

-  Some  of  these  dusts  and  sprays  are  very 
effective  but  deadly,  and  affect  adversely 
our  honeybees.  Have  we  any  hope  for 
relief  on  that  score  in  this  bill?  Our 
farmers  must  dust  or  spray  certain  crops 
but  we  must  protect  those  busy  workers 
and  friends  of  agriculture,  the  bees. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  The 
gentleman  represents  a  district,  and 
represents  it  very  well,  I  may  say,  a  dis¬ 
trict  very  similar  to  mine,  and  I  am 
therefore  not  only  as  a  member  of  the 
subcommittee  but  personally  interested 
in  the  same  problem  that  he  brings  up 
today.  We  have  some  hope. 

Bees  are  owned  in  all  48  States  of  the 
Union,  but  in  8  States  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  is  presently  carrying  on 
experiments.  There  are  in  the  United 
States  between  5,000,000  and  6,000,000 
hives  of  bees  producing  in  the  neighbor¬ 
hood  of  313,000,000  pounds  of  honey. 
Since  the  average  value  of  a  hive  of  bees 
would  be  in  the  neighborhood  of  $8  to 
$10  this  means  we  are  talking  about  a 
$50,000,000  industry  in  the  United  States. 
But  the  money  value  of  the  bees  is  only 
a  small  part  of  the  real  value  of  bees  to 
the  country  for,  as  the  gentleman  pointed 
out,  we  would  not  have  our  fruit  indus¬ 


tries  and  many  agricultural  industries 
which  require  plant  fertilization  were  it 
not  for  bees.  Consequently  it  has  been 
necessary  to  carry  on  investigations  and 
it  is  gratifying  to-  report  that  some  for¬ 
ward  steps  have  been  made  in  the  control 
of  disease  in  bees;  and  I  can  say  to  the 
gentleman  that  the  Department  said  to 
us  as  a  subcommittee  that  advances  have 
been  made.  It  is  also  extremely  im¬ 
portant  to  study  the  problem  the  gentle¬ 
man  has  talked  about,  the  effect  upon 
bees  of,  we  will  say,  DDT  and  others  of 
the  powerful  insecticides  now  in  wide¬ 
spread  use.  In  fact  in  one  experiment 
in  my  own  district  upon  gnats,  the  great¬ 
est  sufferers  were  the  bees  of  the  district, 
not  the  gnats. 

The  gentleman  from  Arizona  appeared 
before  the  committee  and  made  a  very 
realistic  and  effective  plea  for  a  small 
sum  of  money  which  had  previously  been 
spent  in,  I  think,  Phoenix,  in  his  home 
State.  We  were  assured  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment  that  while  they  would  not  use  that 
money  in  Phoenix,  that  the  experiments 
woud  be  continued.  I  agree  with  the 
gentleman  that  they  are  important. 

Mr.  MURDOCK.  I  thank  the  gentle¬ 
man. 

What  I  stated  in  my  appearance  before 
the  subcommittee  was  that  just  this  last 
year  some  very  powerful  insecticides  had 
been  used  for  dusting  and  that  sort  of 
thing,  and  that  many  colonies  of  bees 
had  been  killed,  and  some  livestock  had 
been  killed  likewise  by  these  insecticides. 
What  we  want  to  find  out  is  what  effec¬ 
tive  insecticides  can  be  used  safely.  The 
farmers  are  just  as  anxious  as  the  bee 
owners  to  know  and  use  what  is  safe  and 
effective.  They  want  to  avoid  litigation 
and  that  sort  of  thing,  as  wTell  as  protect¬ 
ing  insect  friends.  So  I  do  hope  that 
sufficient  appropriations  have  been  made 
in  the  lump  and  that  adequate  authority 
rests  with  the  Department  to  'make  ad¬ 
justments  so  that  money  can  be  used  in 
this  new  type  of  experimental  work  on 
the  nature  and  proper  effectiveness  of 
newly  developed  insecticides.  ^ 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  yield  3  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  Indiana  [Mr.  Harvey]. 

Mr.  HARVEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  want 
to  take  this  opportunity  to  add  my  sin¬ 
cere  regrets  to  those  that  have  already 
been  so  well  expressed,  at  the  loss  of  the 
chairman  of  this  subcommittee,  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dirksen]  ;  also 
to  compliment  the  committee  upon  the 
fine  piece  of  work  it  has  done  in  prepar¬ 
ing  this  budget.  Having  served  as  chair¬ 
man  of  a  budget  committee  in  Indiana,  I 
have  some  appreciation  for  the  fine  work 
and  the  tremendous  effort  it  has  cost  to 
satisfy  all  of  the  groups  who  must  be 
heard  in  preparing  a  budget  that  does 
justice  or  at  least  a  semblance  of  justice 
to  all.  I  have  particular  regard  for  the 
fine  spirit  of  cooperation  that  seems  to 
have  emanated  from  this  committee  as 
evidenced  here  this  afternoon,  for  I  am 
only  too  well  aware  of  the  kind  of  dis¬ 
sension  that  frequently  arises  in  the 
preparation  of  a  budget.  I  appreciate 
very  much  the  spirit  of  harmony  that 
has  been  achieved  this  year. 

First  of  all,  may  I  mention  particu¬ 
larly  the  support  that  you  have  given  re¬ 


search  within  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture.  Dr.  Lambert,  who  is  Chief  of 
this  division,  is  a  very  close  friend  of 
mine  and  served  as  chief  of  the  experi¬ 
mental  station  in  Indiana  before  com¬ 
ing  to  the  United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture.  I  have  not  only  a  very  high 
personal  regard  for  Dr.  Lambert  but  in 
my  opinion,  as  a  research  specialist  he 
is  probably  without  peer  in  the  country. 
A  fine  tribute  I  would  like  to  pay  to  this 
fine  gentleman  who '  is  worthy  of  the 
tribute  and  the  confidence  that  you  have 
placed  in  him  in  connection  with  this 
particular  phase  of  the  budget. 

I  also  want  to  mention  the  support 
you  have  given  the  Extension  Service. 
In  .  Indiana,  the  Extension  Service, 
through  the  years  has  functioned  al¬ 
most  faultlessly  and  certainly  has  in¬ 
spired  a  great  amount  of  confidence 
which  it  deserves  among  the  people,  par¬ 
ticularly  the  farmers  of  Indiana. 

We  hear  a  great  deal  of  talk  about 
some  plan  to  reorganize  agriculture  and 
I  appreciate  the  fact  this  is  a  matter 
that  involves  factions  and  problems  from 
Maine  to  California  and  from  Minnesota 
to  Florida. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana  has  expired. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  the  gentleman  two  ad¬ 
ditional  minutes. 

Mr.  HARVEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  so  far 
as  Indiana  is  concerned,  the  present 
system  is  functioning  as  satisfactorily 
as  can  be  expected. 

With  reference  to  the  Forest  Service 
there  is  no  field  of  endeavor  in  which  our 
efforts  can  produce  more  constructive 
good  for  future  generations  than  in  the 
field  of  forestry.  Indiana  has  taken  its 
share  of  lead  in  this  particular  phase  of 
endeavor.  It  is  a  field  that  should  re¬ 
ceive  greater  consideration  as  time  goes 
on  because  I  know  of  no  greater  resource 
that  this  country  has  than  its  forests. 
Certainly  the  least  we'  can  do  is  to  try 
to  repair  the  damage  and  ravages  that 
our  forests  have  suffered  in  the  past. 

In  closing,  I  want  particularly  to  con¬ 
gratulate  the  committee  on  the  fine  man¬ 
ner  in  which  it  has  reorganized  and  put 
on  a  more  efficient  basis  the  Farmers 
Home  Administration.  That  particular 
arm  or  phase  of  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  was  designed  to  function  better  in 
the  way  it  is  functioning  now.  Certainly, 
from  its  original  inception  there  was 
much  room  for  improvement.  There  was 
the  opinion  prevailing  in  my  own  State 
originally  that  it  was  more  or  less  the 
catch-all  for  most  of  the  crackpot  ideas 
that  were  visited  upon  this  country.  I 
am  happy  to  compliment  not  only  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  and  the  Farmers 
Home  Administration,  but  this  subcom¬ 
mittee  for  the  fine  manner  in  which  it 
has  brought  a  workmanlike  and  a  con¬ 
structive  force  out  of  this  particular 
branch. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana  has  again  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Penn¬ 
sylvania  [Mr.  ’Eberharxer]  . 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Chairman, 
I  want  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
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to  an  Associated  Press  dispatch  dated 
March  13,  1948,  from  Columbus,  Ga.,  as 
follows: 

NEWSMEN  MAULED  AND  DRUGGED  AT  KLAN 
MEETING,  PAPER  SAYS 

Coluivibus,  Ga.,  March  13. — The  Columbus 
Ledger  said  today  two  of  its  reporters  and  a 
photographer  were  manhandled,  forced  to 
drink  whisky;. and  given  some  kind  of  an  in¬ 
jection  at  a  Ku-filux  Klan  meeting  near  Man¬ 
chester,  Ga.,  lasV night. 

Manchester  is  $0  miles  northeast  of  here. 
It  is  not  far  from  l8je  little  White  House  at 
Warm  Springs-  wheke  President  Roosevelt 
died.  \ 

The  Ledger  identifiecPihe  two  reporters  as 
Jim  Bellows  and  Carlton  .  Johnson  and  the 
photographer  as  Joe  Talbot, 

Gordon  Allen,  managing  Editor,  said  they 
told  this  story:  V  • 

They  had  gone  to  the  Klan  Ujeeting  at  a 
little  schoolhouse  and  were  recognized  by  the 
klansmen.  The  klansmen  handed  each 
newsman  a  pint  of  whisky  and  told  them  if 
they  didn’t  drink  it,  they  would  pour  It  down 
their  throats.  \ 

Each  of  the  men  drank  the  whisky.  Later 
they  were  led  into  the  meeting  hall,  and  after 
one  of  the  men  passed  out,  Mr.  Talbot  waV 
given  two  shots  from  a  hypodermic  needle  in 
his  leg,  and  Mr.  Johnson  was  given  a  shot  in 
the  arm. 

Then  the  three  were  placed  in  their  auto¬ 
mobile  and  left  on  the  side  of  a  road.  Five 
minutes  after  the  klansmen  left  them  a  Man¬ 
chester  policeman  arrested  them. 

At  Manchester,  Police  Chief  E.  T.  Keevle 
said  the  three  men  were  arrested  by  a  night 
policeman  on  the  outskirts  of  the  city  in  an 
automobile.  They  were  jailed  on  a  charge 
of  being  drunk  and  were  released  today  in 
bond  of  $8.75  each. 

In  Atlanta,  Dr.  Samuel  Green,  Georgia 
grand  dragon  of  the  Klan,  said  he  was  at  the 
meeting  last  night  held  at  the  Klan  club¬ 
house  on  Pine  Mountain,  but  knew  nothing 
about  anybody  being  “roughed  up.” 

President  A.  H.  Chapman  promptly  wired 
Attorney  General  Clark  asking  him  to  in¬ 
vestigate  the  incident.  . 

Mr.  Chairman,  as  I  understand,  This 
incident  arose  because  the  'newspaper¬ 
men  and  the  news  photographer,  who 
were  not  members  of  the  Klan,  attended 
this  meeting.  However,  they  did  not 
disguise  who  they  were.  The  reason 
I  am  callfhg  this  to  your  attention,  Mr. 
Chairman,  and  the  attention  of  the 
membership,  is  the  fact  that  this  is  not 
only  intimidation  of  newspaper  report-, 
ers  in  their  chosen  work,  that  of  report¬ 
ing  the  news  to  the  people  of  their  cities 
and  of  their  State,  but  to  the  fact/hat 
they  were  actually  brutally  treated. 
Force  was  used  on  them,  and  they  were 
humiliated  to  a  degree  to  which  no  per¬ 
son  following  his  profession  in  this  coun¬ 
try  should  be  subjected.  Why  was  that 
done? 

It  was  done,  Mr.  Chairman,  in  my 
opinion,  in  an  atternpt  to  suppress  free¬ 
dom  of  the  press,  because  the  Ku  Klux 
Klan  did  not  want  its  meetings  and  ac¬ 
tions  published,  nor  did  it  want  its  pur¬ 
poses  known  to  the  people  of  the  country. 
This  attempt  by  force  and  brutality  to 
suppress  freedom  of  speech  in  this  coun¬ 
try  is,  in  my  opinion,  un-American,  be¬ 
cause  freedom  of  the  press  is  as  Ameri¬ 
can  as  the  Constitution  itself,  and  when 
an  attempt  is  made  to  suppress  freedom 
of  the  press  that  is  acting  in  an  un- 
American  way.  For  this  reason  I  call 
upon  the  Committee  on  Un-American 
Activities  of  the  House  of  Representa¬ 


tives  to  investigate  this  incident,  to  in¬ 
vestigate  that  particular  chapter,  or 
lodge,  or  whatever  secret  name  they 
have,  of  the  Ku  Klux  Klan,  and  find  out 
what  their  purposes  are,  and  find  out 
if,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  as  it  is  charged, 
they  are  completely  and  totally  un- 
American  and  are  committing  acts  which 
are  repugnant  to  the  principles  of  any 
person  who  believes  in  constitutional 
American  government.  If  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Un-American  Activities  refuses  to 
do  this,  I  can  see  no  justification  for  the 
Congress  having  given  them  as  much  as 
$200,000  to  investigate  activities  of  an 
un-American  character. 

Insofar  as  the  Klan  is  concerned,  I  only 
know  what  I  have  heard  about  them  and 
what  I  have  read  in  the  newspapers  and 
in  the  magazines.  I  do  not  say  definitely 
that  their  charter  calls  for  the  type  of 
action  that  was  perpetrated  this  particu¬ 
lar  evening,  but  I  think  it  is  a  proper 
cause  for  an  investigation  by  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Un-American  Activities.  I 


Mr.  EBERHARTER.  I  most  certainly 
agree  that  any  activity,  whether  by  an 
individual  or  by  an  organization  which 
might  be  un-American  should  be  thor¬ 
oughly  investigated  and  exposed.  The 
Committee  on  Un-American  Activities 
has  a  broad  grant  of  power  ,  from  the 
Congress.  If  it  in  its  wisdom  decides  to 
investigate  any  individual'  newspaper¬ 
man  or  any  individual  broadcaster  or 
commentator,  I  hope  that  it  will  not  make 
any  releases  of  any  charges  that  are  made 
until  an  adequate  opportunity  has  been 
given  to  the  accused'  to  present  their  own 
side,  and  to  have  a  fair  and  impartial  in¬ 
vestigation  mafie,  and  after  which  the 
committee  will  arrive  at  a  fair,  impartial, 
and  just  conclusion.  The  danger  in 
many  of  ttjese  investigations  is  that  in¬ 
timidation  is  used.  Publicity  is  desired 
most  earnestly  by  some  of  those  conduct¬ 
ing  the  investigation,  in  many  instances, 
and  without  foundation  in  fact,  many 
times,  the  characters  of  many  persons 
are  besmirched  and  a  valuable  right 


hope  the  chairman  of  the  subcommittee  taken  away,  in  some  instances  from 
which  has  this  type  of  un- Americanism  /individual  citizens.  So  it  is  my  earnest 
under  its  jurisdiction  will  take  it  upog/  hope  that  no  smear  campaigns  will  be 


Himself  to  immediately  send  investiga¬ 
tors  to  find  out  the  true  facts  of  tnis 
regrettable  incident.-  "  / 

Mr;  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield?  / 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi.  / 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  do  not  know  any-: 
thing  about  the  incidents,  that  the  gen¬ 
tleman  stated  happened  In  Georgia  with 
reference  to  the  Ku  Klux  Klan,  but  I  do 
know  that  I  am  in  whole-hearted  agree¬ 
ment  with  the  gentleman  in  thinking 
that  the  Klan  should  be  investigated  and 
the  real  purpose*  behind  the  present  Ku 
Klux  Klan  should  be  airfed.  But  I  want 
to  go  a  little  bit  furtheA^and  ask  the 
gentleman  ,ff  he  will  join  ine  in  a  re¬ 
quest  that  I  am  going  to  make  during 
the  latter  part  of  this  week  to  t|ie  Com¬ 
mittee  <>n  Un-American  Activities,  to  in¬ 
vestigate  also  the  activities  of  DrewKPear- 
sor>  alA  Walter  Winchell,  who  are 
spreading  malicious  lies  all  over  the 
United  States  about  incidents  whl 
never  happened,  for  the  purpose  of  ma¬ 
ligning  the  State  of  Mississippi  and  giv 
ing  the  State  of  Mississippi  an  unwar¬ 
ranted  bad  name.  I  intend  to  give  rea¬ 
sons  for  asking  that. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  I  am  delighted 
the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  joins 
with  me  insofar  as  an  investigation  of  the 
Ku  Klux  Klan  by  the  Committee  on  Un- 
American  Activities  is  concerned.  How¬ 
ever,  this  is -the  first  I  have  heard  of  his 
suggestion  to  investigate  individual  news¬ 
papermen.  In  my  opinion,  that  is  a  mat¬ 
ter  that  is  quite  serious.  I  would  not 
want  to  say  right  now  that  I  would  con¬ 
sider  that  a  newspaper  account  that  any 
person  following  his  chosen  profession 
put  under  or  over  his  name  would  con¬ 
stitute  an  un-American  activity. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  intend  before  ask¬ 
ing  for  such  an  investigation  to  present 
what  I  believe  to  be  adequate  proof  that 
there  is  more  behind  the  activities  of 
Drew  Pearson  and  Walter  Winchell  than 
merely  newspaper  writing.  I  intend  to 
substantiate  that  with  proper  and  com¬ 
petent  evidence. 


undertaker- _ _ _ _ 

The  Clerk  read  down  to  and  including 
page  2,  line  2,  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
that  the  Committee  do  now  rise. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and 
the  Speaker  having  resumed  the  chair, 
Mr.  Hinshaw,  Chairmah  of  the  'Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State 
of  the  Union,  reported  that  that  Com¬ 
mittee,  having  had  under  consideration 
the  bill  (H.  R.  5883)  making  appropria¬ 
tions  for  the  Department  of  Agriculture, 
exclusive  of  the  Farm  Credit  Adminis¬ 
tration,  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30,  1949,  and  for  other  purposes,  had 
come  to  no  resolution  thereon. 

EXTENSION  OF  Remark's: 

Mr.  DIRKSEN  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks  and  include  some  letters'  and 
excerpts. 

Mr.  CANNON  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  remarks 
and  include  extraneous  material. 

Mr.  RANKIN  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
non)  was  given  permission  to  revise 
ancKextend  his  remarks. 

perVission  to  address  the  house 

Mr.  ^HILBIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  requesV  of  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

ST.  PATRICK'S  DAY 

Mr.  PHILBIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  today 
everywhere  persons  of  Irish  blood  may 
gather,  wherever  or  whatever  they  may 
be,  their  minds  and  hearts  turn  back  to 
the  glories  of  the  Emerald  Isle.  They 
pause  to  pay  tribute  of  gratitude,  affec¬ 
tion,  and  reverence  to  their  great  patron 
saint,  St.  Patrick.  They  lift  their  heads 
in  pride  for  the  magnificent  achieve¬ 
ments  of  their  race  in  every  land  and 
clime.  They  dwell  again  upon  the  noble 
virtues  of  the  Irish — the  refreshing  mo- 
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1.  AGRICULTURAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  Passed  with  amendments  this  hill,  II*  R.  5SS3 
(pm*  3l65-20l),  Agreed  to  the  following  amendments:  . 

By  Rem.  Di-rksen," ‘  reading  as  follows:  "Within  the  funds  available  to  the’  De- 
,  partment,  hut  without  limitation  of  other  authority,  the  Secretary  of  Ag- 
'.riculture  may  employ,  in  any  position  in  the  Department,  not  to  exceed  10 
persons  in  the  special  executive  and  special  prof essional  grades  (CAF-16 
and  P-9)  as  authorized  by  the  Classification  Act  of  1923,  as  amended,  hut 
no  such  merson  shall  he  paid  at  an  annual  rate  in  excess  of  $15,000". 

This  amendment  was  presented  and  agreed  to  after  Rem,  Buck,  H,  Y,,  had 
made  a.point  of  order  that  the  previous  language  was  out  of  order,  as 
being  legislation  on  an  appropriation  hill,  and  the -point  had  been  sus¬ 
tained,  (m«  3165  ••)• 

By  Rep.  Bates,  Mass.,  to  permit  Research  and  Marketing  Act  funds  to  he  used 
in  connection  with  developing  foreign  markets  'for  fish,  shellfish,  and 
I  -  :•  .*  .  products  thereof  (pp,  3165-8), 

By  Rem.  Andersen,- Minn. ,  to  increase  the  Bankhead- Jones  extension-wo rk  item 
;  •  from  $3^500, 000  to  $10,500,000  (pp,  3170-7)'.  *  (Vote  of  5^29) 

.By  Ren.  Barrett,  Wyo.,  to  add'  $250,000,  for  range  reseeding,  to.  the  Forest 
Service  protection-management  item  (mm.  3183-4) • 

By  Rem.  Dirksen,  various  editorial  and  similar  corrections  in  the  hi, 11  (p. 
3200).  ' 

Rejected,  12-31,  an  amendment  hy  Rep.  Davis,  Wis.',  to  add  $250,000 -to  the 
Forest  Products  Laboratory  item  (mm,  31S5~7)» 


Also  rejected  an  amendment  -2- 

/by  Ren.  Buck,  IT*  Y*,  to  reduce,  school-lunch  funds  to  $1  (pp*  3190-1 )• 

Reps.  Phillips,  Calif.,  and. 'Whitten,  Miss*,  discussed  administration  of 
the  Research  and  Marketing  Act  (p*  3169)“  Rep.  Jenkins,  Ohio,  commended 
proposed  e stahl ishnent  of  an  experimental  forest  in  Ohio  (p*  3170)*  Reps* 
Miller,  Nebr*;  Gillie,  Ind.;  Andersen,  Minn.;  Cannon,  Mo.;  and  Worley,  Tex*, 
dis.cnssed  the  foot-and-mouth  disease  -problem  (pp*  3177“ 80).  Rep*  Cannon  com¬ 
mended  the  SCS  and  REA  programs  (np*  3178~9)*  Rep.  Heselton,  Mass*,  announced 
that  he  wouldnH  submit  his  amendment,  to  prohibit  conversion  to  oil  or  gas 
by  the  Department,  in  view  of  assurances  from  the  Secretary  aixl  Rep*  Dirksen 
that  no  such  conversion  was  contemplated  (pp*  3lS0-l)  •  Rep*  Murray,  Wis., 
asked  about  FKA  irrigation  mro.jects,  and  inserted  a  IJSDA  letter  showing  the 
value  of  nutrients  in  various  crops  in  connection  with  depletion  of  the  soil 
(p.  3181).  Mr.  Farrington,  Hawaii,-  and  Rep.  Dirksen  discus  sed.  mango-fruit  fly 
investigations  (p*  3182) *.  Rep*  Beall, ^  Md* ,  discussed  the  ^importance  of 
Jamanese-beetle  control  (p*  3182)*  Rep.  Vursell,  Ill.,  defended  congressional 
actions  regarding  REA  estimates  .(pp*  3184-5)*  Rems.  D' Ewart,  Mont*,  and  Barr¬ 
ett,  Wyo.,  discussed  forest  roads  and  trails  (pp.  3l8Jg8).  Rom.  Breaks,  La’,, 
urged  greater  nobility  for  forest-fire  fighting  facilities  (mp*  3138-9) •  Rep. 
Plunley,  Vt»,  commended  Secretary  Anderson  (p.  3193)®  Rep.  Cannon. .  spoke  in 
favor  of  more  school-lunch  funds,  and  Rep.  Curtis,  Nebr.,  spoke  against  such 
action  (m.  3190)*  Reps.  Cannon  and  Zimmerman,  Mo.,  and  Hays,  Ark*,  said  more 
money  should  have  been  included  for  FKA  loans  (pp.  3192-3)*  .Bom*  Rankin,  Miss*, 
commended  the  REA  program  and  inserted  various  .tables  and  statements  concerning 
it;  and  various  other  members  also  discussed  the  subject  (pp*  3193~20l).* 


CROP  INSURANCE.  The  Agriculture  Committee  reported  without  amendment  H,R.  55^4^ 
to.,  amend  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Act  so  as  to  eliminate  the  requirement  that 
‘loss  occur  in  the  field  in  order  to  obtain  cron  insurance  naynents  (H.Ren#157S 

©0207).  *  .  * 


3.  IRRIGATHSN  RESEARCH*  The  Agriculture  Committee  reported  without  am^dment  H.J. 
Res.  354,  to  provide  for  disposition  of  the  Bard,  Calif.,  irrigation  exoeriment 
station  and  Establishment  of  a  similar  station  at  or  near  Briley,  Calif.  (H. 

.  Rent.  1579)  (m'. -3207) 


4,  EUROPEAN  RECOVERY  PR^S^IAM.  The  Foreign  Affairs  Conriit^Ce  was  allowed  until  mid¬ 
night  Sat.  (Mar.  20 )  tN^submit  its  report  on  S,  22p£g  the-  ERP  bill  (p,  3205). 

Majority  Leader  Eallehk  announced  that  "it  ieAhomod  that  general  debate  can 
be  concluded  next  week. ..  th^the  bill  would  P6  read  for  amendment  under  the 
5-ninute  rule  on  Monday,  MarcnS^"  (m*  320p 


5.  OLEOMA"  GARINE  TAXES.  Received  a  LinSro<5fc  Valley  Pomona  Grange  resolution  oppos¬ 
ing  remcal  of  taxes  on  colored  olcos*ar&arine  (p.  3208). 


6.  DAIRY  INDUSTRY;  OLEOMARGARINE. y^cp.  Poage/Ns^x. , 1  claimed' the  recent  price  in¬ 
creases  on  butter  have  not  rvpt Tnt  increases  in  the  mrices*  maid.  the  dairy  farmer 
for  his  products  (m.  3l6]/)x 

Rem*  Rivers,  S.C.>  urged  other  members  to  sighsjiis  discharge  petition  on 
the  bill  to  remoal  prfxes  on  oleomargarine  (m.  3l62)AV  -  -  * 

Rem.  Keating/ N.Y'-. ,  discussed  his  proposed  amendment  to  the  House  rules 
which  would  exj**nd  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Ways  end  Mean  summit  too  to  mromosed  r 
legislation  oleomargarine  taxes  (pi  3162)  . 

Rem^^uck,  N.Y.,  claimed  the  "American  housewife1  has  donosh^rhted  that  she  i 
wants  margarine  and  she  wants  it-  colored"  (p.  3164) . 

,.,-Hen/  Jensen,  Iowa,  urged,  tliat  the  milk  cow  be  given- "at  least,  Nl  snail 

.  br^hk"  (m.  3164) .  -  " 

/ 

/ 

C0U1TT  AffiRICULTUR.iL  BUILDINGS.  Rem.  Hays,  -^rk . ,  explained  that  his  bill, 


-  3  - 


REErv  CONTROL  •  Conferees 'were  appointed -on'  S.  2182,  to  extend  rent  contro 
3165X  Senate  conferees  were  appointed  March  17 -  '  -  '  "  / 


AD  JOURKsS  nnt  il-  -Mo  n* ,  Mar 


DILL'S  INTRODUCED. 


8J7,  would  provide  for  tho ’construction  .of  bounty  agricultural  "buildings  vrith 
title  renaining  in  the  -local-  authorities,:  ’and  that  it-  'does  "not  involve  ei 
or  consolidation  program  as  sor.ie  inauirers  have  thought"  (p.  2163) 


LO. 


11. 


12< 


13. 


14. 


•e  •'  *  /  * 

TAXATION;  OLE^MADGARIKE*  '  Began  delate  on  H.R.  4790,  to  reduce jLnccnc  taxes  (pp.. 
3124-50). 

Rejected,  $5— 45,  an  anendnent  by  Sen.  Maybank,  S.C.,,  and  a  substitute 
amendment  ^y  Sen.  CFulb right,  -^rk,,  to  repeal  the  taxes  on/bleonargarinc  (pp. 
3130-48).  \.  / 

%  /  . 

REMOUNT  SERVICE.  ‘Sen.  Thorns,  Okla. ,  submitted  an endments  he  intends  to  propose 

to  H.R.-  -3484,  to  transfer  the  demount  Service-  fron  J*ne  Arny  Deoartncnt  to 

USBA  '(p.  3122).  .  \ 

\  / 

SOIL  CONSjKIVATION,  Sen.  Kilgore,  VT.Vn*,  inserted  his  statenent  urging  that  coil 

conservation  work  he  expanded,  -and  discussing  the  .program  carried  on  by  SCS  and 

the  conservation  payments  mdegundcr  ■‘-CP  (up-.  3150-1). 

TOBACCO;  FRUITS;-  FOREIGN  TRADE.  Sen*  Butler,  Ncbr . ,  inserted  letters  fron  the 
Burley  and'  Dark  Leaf  Tobacco  Export.  Assn1,  and  .the  Yak  inn  Fruit  Growers  Assn, 
criticizing  the  operation  of  some-  oxVtac  reciprocal  trade  agreement  s 

IT  /V 

HOUSING.  -Bellowing  is  an  excerpt  oiyfarr^  housing  fron  the  report  of  the  Joint 
■  Committee  on  Housing  (see  -Digest  4-9 )?  \ 

"The  commit  tee  concludes  that  a  comprehensive  farh  housing  program  is 
needed.  This  program  should  include  as  a  minimum  technical  add  and  advice  for 
self-help  farmhouse  construction,  -assistance  un  rehabilitation  and  .-Improvement 
p-f  existing  farm' homes,  credit  aid' for  farnersva1  lo  to'  support  an  adequate 
standard  of  housing  or  pote'ntiall.y  aLlc  to  1  ccone  self-supporting  after  farm 
rehabilitation  and'  improvement,  an  -extended  prog-rtom  of.  credit  aid  to  .farm  ten¬ 
ants,  and  supploncntaryXorograns  to  provide  financial  aid  to  repadr  and  main¬ 
tain  hones  at  a  level ynecessary  for  health  in  other  '’cases  where-  farms  will  con¬ 
tinue  to  he  ocCTipied.-for  a  period  of-  years-. \ 


On  Mar.  15 
substitute  for 
mittee. 


Jon.  Flanders,  Vt . ,  submitted  an  amendment  in  the  nature  of  a 
806,  which  would  carry  out  tho  reconnendfitions  of  the  con- 


15. 


RECLAMATION'.  S#  2-346,  by  Sen.'  Robertson,  'Wye.,,  and  H.R.  5901,.  Ly  1?cro*  Barrett, 
Uyo . ,  t/  provide  for  tho  di  stri-bution  among  Cola.,  IhMex. ,'  Utah,  a^d-  Uyo.  of 
*  tho  rerceints  bf  the  Colo.  River  development  fund  for  use'  in  the  fisAr.1'  years 
1949/to  19-55 »  inclusive,- -on- 'rv  basis  which  is  as  -nearly  equal  as  practicable  and 
to  /make  available  other  funds  for  the  investigation  and  construction  bXprojects 
f  any  of  tho  States  of  the  .Colo.  River  Basin  in  addition  to  appropriations  for 
aid  purposes  from  the  Colo*  River,  development  fund..  To  Senate  Interior  and  In¬ 
sular  Affairs  and  House  Public  Lands  Committees,  respectively,  (pp. 3122,  3207.) 

GOVERNMfeNT  PUBLICATIONS;  LIB-RARIES.  H,R0  5903,  by  Rep.  Huber,  Ohio,  to  desig¬ 
nate  as  a  depository  of  Government  publications  tho  public  library  of  each  city 


having  a  population  of  100,000  or  more  in  which  there  is  no-  such  depository 
\ To  House  Administration  Committee,  (p.,3207-) 


RSHA3ILITATI0IT.  H.R.  5905,  ty  20p,  Cooley,  N.  C. ,  to  provide  for  the  liqui- 
of  the  trusts  under  the  transfer  agreements  with  State  rural  rehab-llita- 
tionVorporations,  .To  Agriculture  Committee,  (p.  3207*) 


m.  Jr 

IS.  FMERGEHG't  POWERS.  H.R.  5906,  by  Ren  ...  Crawford,  Mich.,  "to  amend  the  geepnd  De¬ 
control  Act  of  I9A7."  To  Banking  and  Currency  Committee*  (p*  320 Jf'*) 


19.  FARM  L0A1TS.  ''H.R.  5910,  hy  Rep.  Fisher,  Tex.,  "to  amend  paragrapjy  *  Seventh’  of 
section  12  or  .the.  Federal  Farm  Loan  Act,  "  relative  to  restrictions  on  loans 
"based  on  first\iortgages.  To  Agriculture  Committee,  (p.  32 p7*) 


20.  AGRICULTURAL  APPRO  PR  LIT  I01TS,  1949.  .Speech  in  the  House  hy  Reps  k  Miller  (Conn,)  i 
and  Andre  sen  (Minn.)  criticizing -activities  of  the  limestone 

interests  with  respect  to  the  AGP  appropriations  (p.  A17S2). 

Ren.  Brooks,  La.,  inserted  sundry  letters  from  La.  associations  protesting 
reductions  in  Extension  Service  funds  (p.  A1792). 


7 ”5nTC"T0 ?-! S {mi3m :-,"'l‘5^pT?ea7u\,  Texl,  Ins ortoTTae  ¥•  lI'ro't'i:'e'r.T'rTT7T."''^'5n7Io? 
Director)  letter  and’ various  articles  on  thy*  soil  conservation  work  in  Tex. 

(pp.  A17S6-S).. 


22.  MEAT  INSPECT  I  Oil.  Rep.  Ploespr,  Mo inserted  an  Amalgamated  Meat  Cutters  and 
Butcher  Workmen1  s  article  u  raring  paympTit  of  meat-insn ecti-^n-  fees  hy  the  D,s. 
.  (p.  A1777), 


23.  OLEOMARGARINE  TAXES.  Ren.  Prestqry,  'Ga. ,  inserted  a.  Washington  Evening  Star 
•  editorial  criticizing  the  action"  of  the  Ho^se  Agriculture  Committee  on  the 
’  -oleomargarine-tax  repeal  "bill  pCp.  A1779)  • 

..1  Extension'of  remarks  ofVRep.  Mprray,  Wis\,  calling  attention  to  the  dis¬ 
crepancy  in  import  taxes  orr  oleomargarine  and,\j-  "butter  (p.  A179A) 


24.  FLOOD  COHTROL.  Ren.  Jon^r,  Hash.,  inserted  his  statement  on  the  Green— Dawanish 
flood  control  project  ,/ind  a  Seattle  Times  cditorial\on  the  subject  (pn.  A17S3-5}' 


25*  EUR  OPEAF  RECOVERY  PROGRAM  i  #  Rep.  Lusk, -H.Mex. ,  insertecka  Carl  shad  (iTcMex.) 
Current -Argus  editorial  favoring  the  Marshall  Plan  (n»  Aj-7S5) » 


COMMITTEE  HEARINGS  AM0IT1TCEMEHT  S  for  Har.  19:  Sc  Agriculture  and  Forestry,  CCC  char-  { 
ter  (ex.);  H.  Select  C-onnittee  Investigating  Transactions  on  Commodity  Exchanges, 
commodity  speculation  (Gilmer  to  testify);  S.  Annropr iations,  Army  Department  civil 
functions;  S.  Barking  and  C-qrrenqy,  rubber  hill  (ex.);  S.  .Foreign  ^olntions,  Greece  r* 
and  Turkey’  aid  .( ex. );  H#  Anpronr iations ,  Army  Department  and  Interior  appropriations 
(ex.);  94  Foreign  Affairs,  foreign  recovery  program  (ex.);  II.  -Judiciary,  Vrotect ion 
for  registered  t ext il c-fa.hr ic  designs  (ex.);-  H,  public  Lands,  incor-i oratio^  of  Vir¬ 
gin  islands  Corporation.-  '  •  •;  •  . 


For  supplemental  information  and  copies  of  legislative  material  referred  to,  caVL 
Ext.  4654  or  send  to  Aoon  1x3  Adn.  Arrangements  may  he  made  to  he  kept  advised ^ 
routinely,  of  developments,  on  any  particular  hill, 

'  .  •  '  ’  t  . 
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tlouse,  where  a  deeper  study  has  been 
niade  of  it,  act  first. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Let  me  say,  with  the  in¬ 
dulgence  of  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina,  that  I,  of  course,  am  sorry  the 
amendment  was  not  agreed  to.  I  can 
appreciate  the  very  practical  reasons 
which  actuated  the  committee  in  not 
opening  the'  door  to  a  whole  flood  of 
amendments.  '  I  also  realize  that  if  the 
amendment  were  offered  now,  without 
committee  sanction,  the  chances  are  it 
might  be  rejected  and  again  the  action 
would  not  be  based  on  the  merits  of  the 
proposition.  Furthermore  it  is  always 
better  to  have  these  things  start  in  the 
House,  where  under  the  Constitution  tax 
measures  are  supposed  to  originate.  In 
the  light  of  all  these  factors  and  with 
the  information  which  the  Senator  gives 
me  that  the  whole  matter  is  co'ming  up 
in  the  House  in  the  very  near  future,  I 
shall  not  offer  the  amendment  at>  this 
time.  I  simply  will  say  that  if  action  is 
not  taken  at  the  present  session,  I  shall 
be  back  again  next  year,  and  I  shall  theiis 
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to  husbands  and  wives  in  36  common-law 
States  the  same  privileges  with  respect  to 
Federal  income  taxes  as  those  now  en¬ 
joyed  by  husbands  and  wives  in  com¬ 
munity-property  States. 

Mr.  President,  that  amendment  I  of¬ 
fered  to  the  previous  and  last  of  the  two 
tax  bills  at  the  last  session  of  Congress  re¬ 
ceived  40  votes  for  to  52  against.  I  also 
submitted  another  amendment  to  raise 
the  personal  exemption  of  income-tax 
payers  on  the  last  tax  bill  before  the 
Senate  last  year.  I  presented  that 
amendment  to  raise  personal  exemp¬ 
tions  by  $100 — the  same  figure  that  is 
contained  in  the  pending  bill.  That 
amendment  was  defeated  by  a  narrow 
vote  of  43  for  to  44  against. 

I  should  like  to  see  personal  exemp¬ 
tions  further  increased  so  as  to  give 
even  greater  relief  to  our  low-income 
groups  who  need  tax  relief  the  most. 
But  I  realize,  Mr.  President,  we  are  com¬ 
pelled  to  consider  the  impact  the  loss  of 
revenue  involved  will  make  on  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Treasury.  I  am  glad,  however,  this 


submit  it  on  the  floor,  because  I  think  as  \  much  relief  is  now  being  given. 


a  matter  of  elementary  justice  to  Amer¬ 
ican  citizens,  and  as  a  matter  of  morale 
and  justice  in  the  international  situa¬ 
tion,  action  of  this  kind  should  be  taken. 

Mr.  WHERRY  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Colorado. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  was  going  to  sug¬ 
gest  to  the  acting  majority  leader  that 
the  Senate  recess  until  noon  tomorrow. 
I  should  like  to  say  in  that  connection 
that  under  developments  which  are  oc¬ 
curring,  I  am  hopeful  we  can  finish  the 
bill  tomorrow. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Arkan¬ 
sas. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
first  want  to  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
be  absent  tomorrow  from  attendance  on 
the  session  of  the  Senate.  Tomorrow 
the  National  Rivers  and  Harbors  Con¬ 
gress,  of  which  I  have  the  honor  of  being 
president,  will  be  holding  its  forty-eightl 
annual  convention  in  the  city  of  Wash¬ 
ington.  My  presence  at  this  convention 
will  be  in  line  with  the  objectives  of  the 
organization — to  promote  the  further  de¬ 
velopment  of  our  great  national  water 
resources.  / 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER:  Without 
objection,  the  request  is  granted. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Me  President,  I 
regret  that  I  shall  have  to  be  absent 
tomorrow,  but  I  wantyto  take  this  occa¬ 
sion  to  announce  nty  support  of  the 
pending  measure  ^  the  tax-reduction 
bill.  At  the  last/session  of  Congress, 
when  the  two  t^C'x  bills  were  before  the 
Senate,  I  was/not  in  position  at  that 
time  to  support  those  bills,  because  they 
did  not  contain  certain  provisions  that 
I  desired, -but  that  are  contained  in  the 
pending  measure.  My  colleagues  will 
recall  that  last  year  when  those  bills  were 
pending  I  submitted  and  sought  to  have 
adopted  two  important  amendments — 
one  embodying  the  split-income  provi¬ 
sion  for  husbands  and  wives — to  accord 


In  the  early  days  of  the  present  session 
of^the  Congress,  I  think  on  January  J.-2, 
I  again  took  the  floor  of  the  Senate''  to 
urge  ;the  Republican  leadership  of  the 
Congress,  both  in  the  House  and, In  the 
Senate,  to  incorporate  these  two  provi¬ 
sions  in  any  tax  bill  that  they  undertook 
to  enact  into  law  at  this  session. 

I  am  much  gratified  that  those  two 
provisions  are  now  contained  in  the 
pending  bill.  I  want  tcMfompliment  and 
commend  the  majority  party,  which  has 
the  responsibility  primarily  of  initiating 
tax  legislation  at  the  present  session  of 
Congress.  I  am  y£ry  much  pleased  that 
they  have  seen  the  wisdom  and  the  jus¬ 
tice  of  these  measures  which  I  have  spon¬ 
sored  in  the  past,  and  that  they  are  now 
a  part  of  the  tax-reduction  bill. 

Mr.  President,  I  want  alsb.  to  make 
this  observation.  When  the  tax  meas¬ 
ures  Wy^re  before  the  Senate  at  the  last 
of  the  Congress -I  stated  that  I 
ot  wholly  convinced  that  we  should 
undertake  any  reduction  in  the" national 
fevenues.  Subsequently,  however,  there 
was  apparently  a  surplus  of  revenues 
over  expenditures,  and  I  therefore  felt 
fully  justified  in  supporting  a  tax-reduc¬ 
tion  measure  of  the  right  kind.  I  so 
stated  earlier  in  the  present  session  of 
the  Congress. 

Mr.  President,  recent  events  have  de¬ 
veloped  a  world  situation,  in  which  in¬ 
ternational  affairs  have  become  more 
acute,  and  our  Federal  expenditures  are 
necessarily  going  to  be  much  greater 
than  had  been  anticipated.  While  I  still 
doubt  the  wisdom  under  the  existing  con¬ 
ditions  of  undertaking  any  large  tax  re¬ 
duction,  and  feel  that  perhaps  no  tax 
reduction  can  be  justified,  because  what¬ 
ever  we  reduce  taxes  now,  the  exigencies 
of  the  situation  may  compel  us  before 
the  end  of  the  present  session  of  the 
Congress,  or  certainly  within  another 
year,  to  revert  to  the  increasing  of  taxes 
instead  of  reducing  them.  I  do  not 
know  what  event  awaits  us,  or  what  is 
in  store  for  us  in  world  problems  and 
with  respect  to  the  necessity  of  our  keep¬ 
ing  revenues  high,  in  order  to  meet  not 
only  the  ordinary  but  the  extraordinary 


expenses  of  Government  that  may  be  in¬ 
volved.  No  one  can  foretell  what  crisis 
tomorrow,  a  few  days,  or  a  few  weeks  or 
months  may  bring.  We  shall  simply 
have  the  courage  and  statesmanship  to 
meet  the  situation  from  day  to  day  and 
from  time  to  time.  / 

Mr.  President,  I  shall  Support  the 
pending  bill,  or  any  reasonable  substitute 
for  it,  if  it  shall  carry  in  it  the  two  pro¬ 
visions  for  which  I  hprfe  been  fighting 
since  tax  reduction  bfas  been  proposed. 
I  shall  vote  to  establish  in  the  law  the 
principle  of  split  ipdome  for  husband  and 
wife  throughout /tfhe  Nation,  irrespective 
of  whether  thpy  live  in  a  community- 
property  Statp'or  in  a  common-law  State. 
Once  that  principle  is  established,  once 
the  discrimination  which  now  exists  is 
removed  bind  the  present  inequity  is  re- 
moved,ythe  principle  of  equal  justice  will 
remauS  in  our  tax  structure  and,  in  my 
judgment,  will  never  be  eliminated.  So 
I  shall  vote  for  the  measure  primarily  to 
have  that  principle  established  in  the 
law.  Then,  Mr.  President,  if  the  situa¬ 
tion  shall  compel  us  again  to  raise  taxes 
and  increase  revenues  in  this  country,  it 
will  be  done  on  a  basis  of  equality  and 
simple  justice  free  of  discriminating 
against  citizens  of  one  State  as  against 
those  of  another. 

Again  I  want  to  commend  the  Repub¬ 
lican  leadership,  both  in  the  House  and 
in  the  Senate,  for  its  wisdom  in  accepting 
the  provisions  to  which  I  refer.  I  sin¬ 
cerely  believe  that  had  they  been  ac¬ 
cepted  in  the  tax  bills  introduced  at  the 
last  session  of  Congress,  they  would  have 
already  been  enacted  into  law. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Colorado. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  think  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  has  made  a  great  con¬ 
tribution  to  the  whole  subject  of  split 
incomes,  last  year  and  ever  since  that 
time,  and  his  efforts  are  deeply  appre¬ 
ciated. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  bring  to  the  attention  of  the  distin¬ 
guished  chairman  of  the  Finance  Com¬ 
mittee  the  fact  that  when  the  last  tax 
bill  was  being  considered  there  were,  as 
•the, Senator  well  knows,  various  Republi¬ 
cans,  who  were  in  favor  of  split-income 
taxes'!  It  was  not  only  a  few  members 
of  the  Democratic  Party  who  were  advo¬ 
cating  the  change.  The  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  joined  with  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  [Mr.  McClellan]  in  ask¬ 
ing  that  the  split-income  tax  provision 
be  attached  to  the  bill  which  was  passed 
at  that  time  and  which  was  vetoed  by 
the  President. 

I  agree  with  the  article  published  by 
the  distinguished  columnist,  Frank  Kent, 
approximately  3  months  ago,  in  which 
he  said  that  in  his  judgment  the  Re¬ 
publican  leadership  had  dismally  failed 
in  not  placing  that  particular  provision 
in  the  tax  bill  which  was  passed  at  that 
time. 

I  call  the  attention  of  the  distinguished 
Senator  further  to  the  fact  that  such 
a  provision  will  save  between  $600,000,- 
000  and  $800,000,000,  and  that  it  does  not 
affect  a  taxpayer  who  pays  a  tax  below 
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the  sum  of  $4,000,  or  In  fact,  almost 
$5,000.  / 

Therefore,  Mr.  President,  I  want  again 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee  to 
the  fact  that  if  we  pass  a  bill  containing 
that  provision  it  will  save  $600,000,000  to 
$800,000,000  for  those  in  the'  higher 
brackets. !  / 

When  the  last  tax  bill  was/before  the 
Senate  the' distinguished  Senator  from 
Arkansas  and  I  advocate^  an  increase 
in  exemptions  in  the  lower'  brackets.  At 
that  time  I  was  in  favor  pf  an  exemption 
of  $1,000  for  a  single  person;  and  $2,000  i 
for  a  married  couple,  just  as  the  law  pro-  ■ 
vided  before  World  War  II.  However,  in 
view  of  the  large  gap;  we  were  willing  to 
make  the  exemptions  $750  and  $1,500. 

I  think  it  would  be  manifestly  unfair 
to  leave  the  exemption  at  $600.  I  do 
not  believe  that/ figure  is  high  enough, 
and  I  hope  that  tomorrow,  when  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Finance  figain  brings  the  bill  upon 
the  floor,  he  will  be  able  to  give  us  in¬ 
formation  its  to  how  much  it' will  cost  the 
Government  in  taxes  if  we  make  the 
exemption  $650  or  $750  for  a  single  per¬ 
son,  $l’,500  to  $2,000  for  a  married 
couple.  I  believe  the  two  matters  I 
have  mentioned,  the  partnership  provi¬ 
sion  and  the  increase  in  exemptions,  are 
correlated,  that  they  should  go  together, 
because  in  my  opinion  it  is  not  right  to 
adopt  a  partnership  provision  unless  we ; 
also  raise  the  exemptions  for  the  lower 
income-tax  group  correspondingly. 

NEED  FOR  FURTHER  SOIL  CONSERVATION 

Mr.  KILGORE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  KILGORE.  Mr.  President,  I  had 
intended  to  address  the  Senate  on  the 
subject  of  the  need  for  further  soil  con¬ 
servation,  but,  due  to  the  lateness  of  the 
hour,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
my  remarks  printed  as  a  statement  in  the 
body  of  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  Mr.  Kil¬ 
gore's  statement  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

SOIL  CONSERVATION 

Mr.  President,  “Food  will  win  the  war  and 
write  the  peace”  was  a  prophetic  remark 
made  by  Marvin  Jones  when  he  was  War 
Food  Administrator,  which  has  turned  out 
substantially  true.  The  American  farmer’s 
remarkable  job  played  a  headline  role  in 
our  winning  the  war,  and  it  is  apparent  that 
the  peace  will  not  be  written  so  long'  as 
whole  nations  continue  to  face  a  hungry 
future.  In  a  large  measure,  the  chaotic  in¬ 
security  of  Europe  today  is  due  to  the  se¬ 
rious  food  shortage  in  the  war -torn  coun¬ 
tries. 

Now,  in  order  that  peace  may  be  a  fact 
instead  of  a  hope,  we  are  being  called  on 
to  aid  in  reconstructing  Europe  by  furnish¬ 
ing  food  and  raw  materials  to  all  those  coun¬ 
tries  which  are  so  desperately  in  need. 

Thus,  the  soil  of  our  country  must  again 
play  a  leading  role  in  world  affairs.  Instead 
of  getting  some  rest  from  the  heavy  demands 
that  the  war  placed  on  our  soil,  it  must 
continue  to  produce  the  largest  possible 
amount,  despite  the  fact  that  much  of  it 
is  already  overworked  and  pulled  down  to 
low  productivity. 

From  neither  a  humanitarian  nor  a  real¬ 
istic  view  can  we  refuse  to  meet  this  de- 
.mand  on  our  land.  The  problem  is  only 
how  to  meet  it  without  badly  damaging  our 
soils  and  their  future  productivity. 


The  solution  is  not  difficult  but  must  be 
faced  now:  We  need  a  more  extensive,  com¬ 
plete  soil-conservation  program. 

During  the  war,  over  3,000,000  acres  of 
land  were  plowed  up  in  the  old  Dust  Bowl 
area  of  this  country.  That  land,  it  is  true, 
has  yielded  some  excellent  wheat  crops,  due 
to  favorable  moisture  conditions  during  the 
past  several  years.  However,  when  drought 
comes,  or  if  lower  prices  make  it  less  profita¬ 
ble  for  cultivation,  we  are  in  danger  of  a 
worse  Dust  Bowl  condition  than  we  have 
known  before. 

The  soil  on  two-thirds  of  those  3,000,000 
acres,  on  the  western  fringes  of  the  old  Dust 
Bowl,  will  take  to  the  air  one  of  these  days 
and  the  results  of  this  wind  erosion  will  be 
devastating  to  millions  more  acres  of  cul¬ 
tivated  land.  The  native  farmers  in  the 
Dust  Bowl  area  know  very  well  what  blowing 
sand  particles  can  do  to  young  wheat  plants. 
Foresight  now  in  organizing  soil-conserva¬ 
tion  districts  in  that  area  which  would  pre¬ 
vent  the  continued  plowing  up  of  unsuitable 
soil  is  essential  in  any  long-range  planning 
for  soil  conservation. 

This  is  only  one  aspect  of  the  problem 
of  protecting  our  productive  land,  much  of 
which  has  been  lost  already.  Originally,  we 
had  approximately  560,000,000  acres  of  good 
cropland  and  our  topsoil  averaged  9  inches 
in  depth;  today  it  averages  only"  6  inches 
and  on  millions  of  acres  it  is  all  gone. 

We  now  have  450,000,000  acres  in  crop  pro¬ 
duction  but  only  390,000,000  of  that  is  safe 
for  continued  cultivation.  Land  which  can 
be  cleared  or  drained  or  irrigated  and  used 
for  cultivation  brings  the  total  cropland  re¬ 
sources  to  466,000,000  acres.  This  is  on  the 
assumption,  of  course,  that  we  use  wisely 
what  we  now  have  and  prevent  future  ero¬ 
sion. 

With  a  population  of  144,000,000  people, 
each  person  in  this  country  depends  on  a 
little  more  than  3  acres  of  cropland  for  his 
food  and  much  of  his  clothing.  The  Com¬ 
merce  Department  estimates  that  by  1960,  our 
population  will  have  grown  to  between  one 
hundredand  fifty-three  and  one  hundred  and 
sixty-two  millions.  By  1975,  between  one 
hundred  and  sixty-two  and  one  hundred  and 
eighty-five  million  people  will  depend  on 
about  2  y2  acres  each  for  their  living — this  is 
the  smallest  acreage  per  person  that  will  pro¬ 
vide  the  standard  of  living  we  now  enjoy. 
This  drives  home  the  importance  of  develop¬ 
ing  a  strengthened  national  land  policy. 

We  certainly  cannot  go  on  as  we  have  been 
for  the  last  50  years.  About  a  fourth  of  our 
cropland— approximately  110,000,000  acres— 
is  now  being  damaged  by  erosion  at  a  rapid 
rate.  The  productive  capacity  of  much"  of 
this  land  will  be  permanently  damaged,  and 
I  am  told  that  500,000  acres  will  be  ruined 
each  year  for  further  cultivation  unless  we 
start  practicing  a  sound  and  complete  system 
of  conservation  on  that  land  within  the  next 
10  or  15  years. 

Furthermore,  I  understand  that  on  another 
one  hundred  and  ten  to  one  hundred  and 
twenty  million  acres  of  cropland,  erosion  is 
proceeding  at  a  less  rapid  but  still  serious 
rate.  This  soil  will  still  be  usable  if  farmers 
apply  a  complete  conservation  plan  in  the 
next  25  years.  On  another  200,000,000  acres 
of  cropland,  erosion  is  progressing  at  a  slower 
rate. 

This  cropland  is  not  located  in  big  blocks. 

It  is  scattered  throughout  the  farms  of  the 
Nation.  In  order  to  prevent  ruination  of 
much  of  this  land,  we  must  proceed  on  a 
national  level  to  strengthen  our  soil-conser¬ 
vation  program  as  rapidly  as  possible. 

Farmers  in  soil-conservation  districts,  with 
the  help  of  skilled  technicians  furnished  by 
the  United  States  Soil  Conservation  Service, 
are  planning  and  applying  complete  con¬ 
servation  programs  to  land  at  the  rate  of 
about  20,000,000  acres  a  year.  Soil  conserva¬ 
tionists  say  that  this  should  be  stepped  up 
to  50,000,000  acres  a  year  in  order  to  overtake 
the  problem  and  keep  the  land  safe.  They 


also  say  that,  in  spite  of  the  good  progress 
being  made,  practically  90  percent  of  the 
farm  land  in  the  United  States  needs  some 
kind  of  conservation  treatment. 

For  example,  we  need  124,000,000  acres  of 
contour  tillage,  212,000,000  acres  of  improved 
or  better-adapted  rotations,  90,000,000  acres 
protected  by  terraces,  more  than  200,000,000 
acres  of  woodland  needing  better  manage¬ 
ment  and  improved  cutting,  and  some  19,- 
000,000  acres  of  drainage  improvement.  These 
are  just  a  few  examples  of  what  the  country 
needs  if  we  are  to  protect  our  good  soil  and 
rebuild  depleted  soils  to  profitable  produc¬ 
tion. 

In  my  own  State  of  West  Virginia  we  have 
a  little  less  than  9,000,000  acres  of  farm  land. 
Of  that,  3,000,000  acres  is  suitable  for  con¬ 
tinuous  cultivation,  provided  that  good  rota¬ 
tions — and  the  needed  practices  such  as  con¬ 
touring,  terracing,  strip  cropping,  and  other 
measures — are  used  to  protect  the  land.  An¬ 
other  1,500,000  acres  can  grow  a  cultivated 
crop  occasionally.  The  best  use  for  well  over 
4,000,000  acres  is  pasture  and  woodland.  At 
the  present  time,  not  all  the  acres  best  suited 
to  crops  are  being  used  for  that  purpose;  nor 
are  all  the  acres  best -suited  to  pasture  and 
woodland  being  so  used.  It  is  obvious  that 
shifting  land  to  its  best  use  is  a  fundamental 
part  of  soil  conservation.  This  means  taking 
into  account  the  soil,  the  slope,  and  similar 
conditions. 

West  Virginia  also  needs  more  than  a  mil¬ 
lion  acres  of  contour  tillage,  more  than  200,- 
000  acres  of  cover  crops,  about  1,333,333  acres 
of  improved  rotations,,  and  more  than  a 
million  acres  of  strip  cropping.  West  Virginia 
also  has  1,500,000  acres  of  woodland  which 
need  improvement  by  selective  cutting,  half 
a  million  acres  of  woodland  that  can  be  made 
more  profitable  by  preventing  grazing 
damage.  There  are  also  1,333,333  acres  that 
should  be  planted  to  trees  because  they  are 
gullied  or  because  the  land  is  best  suited 
to  producing  timber. 

Experiment  station  results — and  first-hand 
reports  from  farmers  throughout  the 
country — indicate  that  a  complete  soil-coi;- 
servation  program  would  increase  produc¬ 
tion  on  the  average  farm  by  amounts  rang¬ 
ing  anywhere  up  to  30  or  40  percent. 

For  the  past  12  years  our  administration 
has  been  aware  of  this  necessity  and  has 
sought  to  develop  a  program  that,  would 
meet  the  needs  both  of  the  farmer  and  of  his 
land.  Only  a  brief  look  at  this  program  is 
needed  to  convince  anyone  of  the  significant 
progress  that  has  been  made,  at  very  small 
cost  to  our  Government.  That  brief  look  will 
disclose,  however,  that  stronger  support  of 
the  program,  particularly  support  of  the  Soil 
Conservation  Service  which  cooperates  in  the 
agricultural  conservation  program,  is  as  es¬ 
sential  as  it  is  economical. 

The  agricultural  conservation  program 
provides  payments  to  farmers  for  a  part  of 
the  cost  of  carrying  out  approved  conserva¬ 
tion  practices;  it  also  furnishes  certain  fer¬ 
tilizers  and  lime  for  specified  use  instead  of 
payments.  It  gives  educational  help  to 
stimulate  interest  among  farmers  and  a  de¬ 
sire  to  do  something  about  soil  conservation. 

Cooperating  in  this  program  are  the  land- 
grant  colleges,  the  extension  services,  the  ex¬ 
periment  stations,  and  the  Soil  Conservation 
Service,  as  well  as  other  Federal  and  State 
agencies. 

AH  conservation  practices  carried  out  un¬ 
der  the  program  must  be  approved  by  local, 
elected  farmer  committees  which  serve  with¬ 
out  pay.  They  are  responsible  for  the  ad¬ 
ministration  of  the  program  in  each  county. 
To  assist  the  county  committee  there  is  also 
elected  annually  in  each  community  or  town¬ 
ship  in  the  county,  a  community  committee 
of  farmers. 

They  call  on  the  Soil  Conservation  Service 
for  technical  help  in  planning  and  applying 
programs  to  the  individual  farms.  They  call 
on  the  State  extension  services  for  financial 
and  educational  help.  They  also  call  on 
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other  local,  State,  or  Federal  agencies  which 
are  in  a  position  to  assist  them  with  prob¬ 
lems  relating  to  soil  and  water  conservation. 

At  the  end  of  fiscal  year  1947,  the  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  Service  had  helped  some  630,000 
farmers  and  ranchers  to  develop  farm  con¬ 
servation  plans  covering  over  192,000,000  acres 
in  the  United  States.  The  conservation 
measures  had  been  applied  to  about  106,- 
000,000  acres. 

Help  in  planning  and  applying  soil  conser¬ 
vation  is  given  by  the  Service’s  technicians 
right  out  on  the  farm.  It  is  a  complete, 
scientific  job  done  acre  by  acre.  The  farmer 
takes  an  active  hand  in  the  planning  and 
does  all  the  work  of  applying  it. 

The  Soil  Conservation  Service  is  one  of  the 
most  efficient,  and  certainly  one  of  the  least 
costly,  considering  the  job  it  is  doing,  of  any 
in  the  Government.  For  fiscal  1947  the  Serv¬ 
ice  had  available  about  $46,000,000  for  re¬ 
search,  management  of  submarginal  land, 
and  assistance  to  farmers  in  soil -conserva¬ 
tion  districts.  During  that  year  more  than 
92  percent  of  its  money  was  used  for  tech¬ 
nical  supervision  and  direct  assistance  to 
farmers  on  the  land.  The  remainder  was 
used  for  administration  and  various  other 
necessary  overhead  costs. 

During  the  current  fiscal  year  it  is  operat¬ 
ing  under  a  budget  reduction  of  over  $5,000,- 
000,  and  as  a  result  of  the  curtailment  in 
funds  less  help  could  be  given  on  a  program 
vital  to  the  welfare  of  the  Nation.  In  June 
1947  there  were  1,889  agricultural  districts; 
in  December  of  the  same  year  that  number 
had  increased  to  1,940  districts.  Yet  some 
200,000  farmers  who  applied  to  soil-conserva¬ 
tion  districts  for  technical  help  were  unable 
to  get  it  in  1947  because  of  lack  of  sufficient 
technicians.  This  backlog  of  applicants 
would  be  greater,  apparently,  but  some  dis¬ 
tricts  have  asked  farmers  not  to  apply  for 
help  because  the  work  load  already  is  too 
great. 

In  my  own  State  of  West  Virginia,  where 
farmers  have  organized  14  soil-conservation 
districts,  including  over  12,000,000  acres,  I 
know  very  well  what  curtailment  of  soil-con¬ 
servation  funds  means. 

I  have  in  mind  one  story  of  a  typical  run¬ 
down  farm  in  West  Virginia  and  what  the 
Soil  Conservation  Service  was  able  to  do  to 
make  it  a  more  profitable  unit  of  our  agri¬ 
cultural  structure. 

The  story  appeared  in  the  January  21  issue 
of  the  Nicholas  County  News  Leader.  It  tells 
of  a  farmer  near  Caress,  W.  Va.,  who  has 
brought  a  badly  eroded  farm  back  to  profit¬ 
able  production. 

This  farmer  bought  his  land  24  years  ago. 
Some  of  it  had  been  cleared  before  the  Civil 
War  and  had  been  farmed  too  hard.  Much 
of  the  land  was  grown  up  to  brush  and  briars. 
After  he  bought  the  farm  he  put  some  of  the 
best  land  to  corn,  but  erosion  set  in  immedi¬ 
ately.  Then  he  tried  oats  and  grass  on  the 
eroding  fields,  but  the  soil  was  so  depleted 
that  sod  would  not  form. 

He  had  been  reading  about  terracing,  strip 
cropping,  and  other  methods,  so  he  tried 
some  terraces, -but  they  didn’t  work  because, 
as  he  now  says,  they  were  not  built  right. 
After  World  War  I  he  heard  about  strip  crop¬ 
ping  from  soldiers  who  had  been  in  Europe. 
So  he  tried  that,  but  his  alternating  strips 
of  corn  and  meadow  were  too  wide,  and  be 
still  had  quite  a  bit  of  erosion.  He  made 
some  improvements,  used  more  grasses  and 
legumes,  and  managed  to  hold  the  farm  in 
just  good  enough  condition  to  give  him  a 
living.  But  he  still  was  understandably  dis¬ 
satisfied. 

Then  the  county  extension  agent  told  him 
about  the  Elk  soil-eonservation  district.  He 
applied  to  the  district,  and  the  supervisors 
sent  the  technicians  of  the  Soil  Conservation 
Service  out  to  help  him. 

The  soil  conservationist  helped  him  develop 
a  farm-conservation  plan  and  laid  out  his 
strips  in  narrower  bands,  put  them  on  the 


contour,  and  helped  him  develop  a  crop  rota¬ 
tion.  All  of  this  helps  keep  the  soil  in  place 
and  keeps  fertilizer  and  seed  from  being 
washed  away. 

This  farmer  says  he  wishes  that  he  had 
been  able  to  get  this  help  20  years  ago,  when 
he  first  realized  that  his  topsoil  was  slipping 
away  from  him.  He  points  to  one  field  as  ah 
example  of  the  value  of  conservation  farming. 
It  is  a  field  divided  into  six  contour  strips, 
each  of  which  is  farmed  with  a  good  rotation 
and  other  soil-conserving  practices  which  are 
part  of  his  complete  program.  He  reports 
that  he  now  raises  as  much  on  one  strip  as 
he  formerly  raised  on  the  entire  field  of 
six  strips. 

We  must  keep  this  typical  story  in  mind 
when  we  hear  cold  figures  like  those  I  quoted 
earlier  'to  the  effect  that  during  1947  over 
200,000  farmers  have  had  to  be  turned  down 
on  their  request  for  technical  help  because 
of  the  limited  appropriation  made  available 
by  the  Congress  for  the  Soil  Conservation 
Service. 

This  is  hardly  the  way  to  protect  and  en¬ 
rich  our  land  resources.  On  the  contrary,  in¬ 
stead  of  curtailing,  we  should  be  doing  far 
more  than  ever  to  conserve  soil  and  water 
resources  with  a  complete,  scientific,  and  bet¬ 
ter  integrated  program.  The  greatest  buying 
power  we  have  ever  had  makes  a  tremendous 
demand  for  food  and  raw  materials.  This 
aggravates  our  erosion  problem  by  placing  a 
heavier  strain  on  the  soil.  With  our  popula¬ 
tion  increasing  and  soil  and  water  resources 
diminishing,  we  must  use  the  land  wisely  and 
manage  it  properly. 

In  view  of  these  facts,  how  can  we  justify 
reduced  funds  for  any  of  our  conservation 
services?  How  can  we  afford  to  continue  to 
lose  the  equivalent  of  500,000  acres  of  crop 
land  a  year? 

The  American  farmer  is  certainly  ready  to 
do  his  part  of  this  job.  The  proof  is  the 
steadily  increasing  number  of  soil-conserva¬ 
tion  districts  with  farmers  calling  for  help  to 
protect  and  improve  their  land. 

In  West  Virginia  last  year  farmers  partici¬ 
pating  in  the  conservation  program  used  al¬ 
most  a  million  tons  of  limestone  and  142,000 
tons  of  superphosphate,  planted  about 
227,000  acres  of  green  manure  and  cover 
crops,  and  established  275  miles  of  terraces. 

Participation  in  the  program  is  certainly 
ample  evidence  that  farmers  who  are  in  the 
lower-income  group — and  about  two-thirds 
of  them  are  in  that  group — need  the  help  and 
are  doing  a  good  job  with  the  help  they  get. 

Instead  of  cutting  down  that  help  we 
should  be  raising  our  insurance  in  the  food 
and  fiber  supply  of  this  country.  We  can  do 
this  best  by  giving  more  adequate  support  to 
the  agencies  providing  practical  technical 
help,  education,  and  assistance  through  pay¬ 
ments  or  materials,  which  are  all  parts  of  an 
integrated  conservation  program.  We  also 
should  increase  our  research  program.  The 
more  the  farmer  knows  about  his  land  the 
better  he  can  work  it  to  its  highest  pro¬ 
ductivity. 

In  a  very  literal  sense  our  lives  depend  on 
the  soil.  In  the  past  droughts  and  dust 
bowls,  depressions,  and  wars  caught  us  un¬ 
prepared.  Today  our  national  responsibil¬ 
ities  are  greater  than  ever  before.  We  must 
face  these  responsibilities  in  a  solid,  realistic 
manner  by  expanding  our  soil-conservation 
work.  Our  grave  domestic  and  world  respon¬ 
sibilities  make  it  imperative  that  we  do  not 
fall  short  of  our  goal  of  greater  soil  pro¬ 
ductivity. 

ATTITUDE  OF  BURLEY  AND  DARK  LEAF 

TOBACCO  EXPORT  ASSOCIATION  TO¬ 
WARD  TRADE-AGREEMENTS  PROGRAM 

r.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  10  days 
ag^,  to  be  exact,  on  March  8,  I  asked 
permission  to  insert  in  the  Record  letters 
With  reference  to  the  experience  of  cer¬ 


tain  persons  in  connection  with  the  ad- 
'  ministration  of  the  reciprocal  trade 
agreements,  wherein  it  was  brought  out 
that  stanch  supporters  of  the  program, 
after  the  experiences  they  have  lately 
had,  are  becoming  stanch  opponents  of 
it  and  are  recommending  changes  in  the 
law  when  the  matter  comes  up  between 
now  and  the  close  of  the  present  Con- 
’  grera. 

The  fruit  industry  on  the  Pacific  coast 
is  also  concerned,  realizing  that  the  State 
Department  in  advocating  the  extension 
of  the  life  of  the  trade  agreements  is 
not  interested  in  taking  care  of  the  wel¬ 
fare  ofithe  American  farmer. 

I  could  give  many  more  examples,  but 
these  should  be  sufficient  to  make  Con- 
egress  and  the  people  realize  what  the 
|  State  Department  is  doing.  I  should  like 
to  have  both  letters  printed  in  the  Record 
j  at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letters 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 

.  as  follows: 

Washington,  D.  C.,  March  18,  1948. 
Hon.  Hugh  Butler, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Senator  Butler:  You  will  recall 
my  letter  of  March  5,  1948,  which  appears 
at  A1491  of  the  March  8  Congressional 
Record,  pointing  out  that  the  Burley  and 
Dark  Leaf  Tobacco  Export  Association,  a 
stanch  supported  of  the  reciprocal  trade- 
agreements  program  in  the  past,  had  finally 
removed  the  State  Department  wool  from  its 
eyes  and  now  opposes  the  program  and  rec¬ 
ommends  termination  of  all  existing  trade 
agreements. 

Here  is  another  example  of  awakening  to 
the  State  Department  deception  and  schem% 
of  selling  the  American  farmers  down  the 
river,  even  their  friends  and  supporters. 
The  enclosed  letter  written  to  Senators  Mag- 
i  nuson  and  Cain,  of  Washington,  by  Mr. 
Walter  Hebert,  general  manager  of  the  Yak¬ 
ima  Fruit  Growers  Association,  is  very  sig¬ 
nificant  and  indicative  of  the  trend.  It 
i  should  be  read  and  studied  carefully  by  every 
American  producer  and  exporter.  Mr.  Hebert 
was  previously  a  long-time  supporter  of  the 
1  reciprocal  trade-agreements  program  and  at¬ 
tended  the  recent  Geneva  Conference  as  a 
•  representative  and  a  member  of  the  Horti¬ 
cultural  Industry  Advisory  Committee  on  In¬ 
ternational  Trade  appointed  by  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture.  His  primary  interest  is  in 
:  the  export  of  apples  and  pears.  His  expe¬ 
diences  at  the  Geneva  Conference  in  watch¬ 
ing  the  reciprocal  trade-agreements  law  being 
administered  in  the  raw  brought  him  to  the 
rude  awakening  that  the  program  has  never 
been  reciprocal,  was  never  intended  to  be 
reciprocal,  and  never  will  be  reciprocal.  He 
now  opposes  the  program  and  opposes  any 
extension  of  the  Reciprocal  Trade  Agreements 
Act  without  safeguarding  amendments. 

I  recommenci  your  careful  study  and 
thought  of  Mr.  Hebert’s  forthright  and  hon¬ 
est  statement  in  the  enclosed  letter,  keeping 
in  mind  the  fact  that  he  was  a  strong  sup¬ 
porter  of  the  program  from  1934  up  to  his 
experience  at  Geneva.  It  would  be  a  wonder¬ 
ful  experience  and  rude  awakening  if  every 
American  could  sit  through  one  of  the  State 
Department's  negotiations. 

The  deciduous  fruit  industry  of  California 
is  another  group  which  has  awakened  to  the 
realization  that  the  State  Department  has 
not  the  slightest  interest  in  expanding  ex¬ 
ports  of  agricultural  commodities  or  in  any 
other  way  promoting  the  welfare  of  the 
American  farmer.  I  could  give  you  many 
more  examples  but  these  should  be  enough 
to  make  the  Congress  and  the  people  begin 
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to  realize  what  the  State  Department  Is 
doing. 

Sincerely  yours, 

John  Breckinhidge. 

Yakima  Fruit  Growers 

Association, 

Yakima,  Wash.,  March  11,  1948. 
Senator  Warren  G.  Magnuson, 

Senator  Harry  P.  Cain, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senators  Magnuson  and  Cain:  The 
Cherry  industry  of  the  State  of  Washington  is 
sending  Mr.  Ed  S.  Brown,  a  large  cherry 
grower  of  Selah,  Wash.,  to  Washington,  D.  C. 
Mr.  Brown  is  due  to  arrive  next  Monday, 
March  15,  and  will  doubtless  call  on  you  gen¬ 
tlemen  in  due  course. 

The  purpose  of  Mr.  Brown’s  trip  is  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  Reciprocal  Trade  Agree¬ 
ments  Act  which  is  coming  up  for  renewal 
shortly,  possibly  for  1  year.  The  cherry  in¬ 
dustry  is  deeply  interested  and  gravely  con¬ 
cerned  with  the  act  and  its  administration. 
The  writer,  as  I  know  Senator  Magnuson 
especially  will  recall,  was  present  at  the 
Geneva  Conference  as  an  unofficial  adviser 
without  portfolio — representing  the  horti¬ 
cultural  industry  of  the  United  States  and  ' 
there  saw  the  law  being  administered  in  the 
raw.  As  a  strong  supporter  of  the  recipro¬ 
cal  trade  agreements  program  as  conceived  by 
Mr.  Cordell  Hull,  he  was  grievously  disap¬ 
pointed  and  disillusioned  as  a  result  of  this , 
first-hand  observation  of  the  negotiations 
of  trade  agreements.  I  can  truthfully  and 
candidly  now  say  that  unless  the  act  is  satis¬ 
factorily  amended  along  the  lines  Mr.  Brown 
Will  have  to  present  for  your  consideration, 
then  it  had  better  be  scrapped.  It  is  no 
good  for  agriculture  or  horticulture,  includ- 
„  ing  not  only  cherries  (a  minor  crop)  *.  but 
'  apples,  pears,  tree  nuts,  citrus,  dairy  prod¬ 
ucts,  hops,  and  many  others,  all  of  which 
will  be  behind  the  amendments  to  the  act. 

I  am  sorry  I  cannot  give  you  the  amend¬ 
ments  now  because  they  have  to  be  reworked 
and  perhaps  combined  in  one  amendment. 
That’s  a  job  for  the  attorneys  engaged  to  do 
this  technical  work  and  to  coordinate  the 
views  of  the  various  industries  involved. 

I  wish  to  assure  you  gentlemen  that  the 
proposed  amendment  to  the  act  is  not  in¬ 
compatible  with  the  best  interests  of  the  ap¬ 
ple  and  winter  pear  industries  of  this  State, 
even  though  they  will  not  be  actively  engaged 
in  sponsoring  the  amendment.  The  apple 
and  pear  industries  are  engaged  in  an  export 
program  in  connection  with  ERP  legislation 
and  at  the  moment  cannot  enter  this  othen  ' 
field  of  legislative  activity.  They  are  just  as 
vitally  interested,  however,  in  having  these 
proposed  control  measures  applied  to  Cana¬ 
dian  apples  and  Argentine  apples  ancLpears, 
as  we  in  the  cherry  industry  are  concerned 
with  Italian  cherries.  This  last  year  we  had 
some  35,000  barrels  of  Italian  cherries  (and 
that’s  a  lot  of  cherry  cocktails^  come  into 
the  United  States  and  undersell  our  domes¬ 
tic  cherries  after  paying  the  tariff,  and-here’s 
the  way  it  was  done.  The  Italian  Govern¬ 
ment  bought  the  cherrie/  from  the  Italian 
growers  at  an  arbitrary/ pitifully  low  price 
paid  in  depreciated  lira  currency,  equal  to  3 
or  4  cents  American.  'Then  the  Italian  Gov¬ 
ernment  sold  the  cherries  in  our  market  with 
the  knowledge  and  consent  of  our  State  De¬ 
partment  at  a  price  no  American  grower  can 
compete  with,  and  the  Italian  Government 
made  the  profit.  It  squeezed  its  own  nation¬ 
als  and  then"  proceeded  to  lick  the  American 
producer  with  the  club  it  had  seized  from 
its  own  helpless  cherry  grower.  We  have  seen 
Argentina  doing  the  same  thing  with  its 
wheat,  purchased  or  confiscated  from  its  own 
growers  at  $1.50  a  bushel  or  thereabouts,  and 
sold  to  France  at  $5.  When  state  buying  and 
gelling  goes  to  these  extremes  (and  seemingly 
in  the  case  of  Italy,  with  the  knowledge  and 


consent,  if  not  the  collusion,  of  our  State 
Department)  then  it  is  time  Congress  takes 
action  to  change  the  rules. 

I  know  you  will  be  interested  in  what  Mr. 
Brown  will  have  to  present  for  your  consid¬ 
eration,  and  I  hope  you  will  give  it  your  fa¬ 
vorable  consideration  and  active  support. 
With  kind  regards,  I  am. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Walter  Hebert, 
General  Manager. 

TIDELANDS  AND  SUBMERGED  LANDS  BILL 


Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  a  copy  of  a  statement  of  Hon. 
Robert  Lee  Bobbitt,  of  Texas,  before  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  in  respect 
to  the  tidelands  bill.  Mr.  Bobbitt  is  a 
former  attorney  general  of  Texas,  a 
former  justice  of  the  court  of  civil  ap¬ 
peals  of  that  State,  and  a  former  chair¬ 
man  of  the  State  highway  commission. 
He  is  a  very  distinguished,  cultured,  and 
able  lawyer. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state¬ 
ment  was  ordered  to  be  printed  In  the 
Record,  as  follows; 

v  f 

'ATEMENT  OF  ROBERT  LEE  BOBBITT,  OF  SAN 
iNTONIO,  FORMER  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  '  OF 
TAS,  FOR  THE  SPECIAL  TIDELANDS  COMMIT¬ 
TED  OF  THE  STATE  BAR  OF  TEXAS,  BEFORE  THE 
JOINT  MEETING  OF  THE  SENATE  AND  HOUSE 
JUDICIARY  COMMITTEES,  MARCH  5,  1948,  IN 
SUPFOrT  OF  S.  1988,  THE  TIDELANDS  AND  SUB¬ 
MERGED  BANDS  BILL 

Mil  ChainWm,  and  members  of  the  com¬ 
mittee,  my  name  is  Robert/Lee  Bobbitt.  I 
live  and  practice  law  in  San  Antonio,  Tex. 
I  do  not  own,  not,  do  I  ^’present  any -owner 
of,  or  any  applicant  for/any  interest  in  sub¬ 
merged  lands.  Whil'e^such  interest  or  owner¬ 
ship  would  not,  in  my  opinion,  disqualify  any 
citizen  or  lawyer  from  appearing  as  a  witness 
before  this  committee\neverthless  it  is 
proper  that  our  interests\e  fully  known. 

I  appreciate,  the  privilegeVnd  courtesy  ex¬ 
tended  by  tills  committee  in  Connection  with 
this  most  important  problem, Nuid  in  defer¬ 
ence  to  others  and  the  convenience  of  the 
committee,  I  shall  try  to  avoid  'taking  up 
your  valuable  time  or  -encumberingidhe  rec¬ 
ord  With  cumulative  statements  and  testi¬ 
mony  or  a  discussion  of  cases  and  matters 
which  have  already  been  presented. 

We  fully  endorse  and  -commend  to  the 
favorable  consideration  of  this  eommitt 
and  the  Congress,  the  able  presentations 
heretofore  made  by  Attorney  General  Price 
Daniel,  of  Texas,  Gov.  Beauford  H.  Jester, 
State  Land  Commissioner  Bascom  Giles,  and 
many  others  who  have  covered  fully,  I  think, 
most  of  the  legal  questions  involved,  as  well 
as  the  purposes  and  effect  of  the  several  bills 
pending  before  this  committee. 

With  the  permission  of  your  committee, 
Mr.  Chairman,  I  should  like  to  attach  a  short 
brief  and  analysis  of  some  of  the  questions 
here  involved  on  behalf  of  the  tidelands  com¬ 
mittee  of  the  State  Bar  of  Texas. 

The  citizens  of  Texas,  and  particularly  the 
members  of  the  bar,  were  shocked  to  read  the 
theories  and  conclusions  contained  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  in  the  California  case  on  June  23,  1947. 

At  the  regular  annual  meeting  of  the  State 
Bar  of  Texas  in  Dallas,  July  5  last,  and  at 
the  largest  meeting  of  that  organization 
within  my  memory,  the  following  resolution 
was,  after  due  consideration,  unanimously 
adopted : 

“Resolution  of  State  Bar  of  Texas 
“Whereas  since  the  founding  of  the  Re¬ 
public,  the  several  States  have  been  uni¬ 
formly  recognized  as  the  owners  of  coastal 
lands  and  lands  covered  by  the  marginal  sea 
within  their  respective  boundaries;  and 


“Whereas  in  its  recent  opinion  in  the  Cali¬ 
fornia  case  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  Unjt'ed 
States,  without  citing  a  single  authority  but 
wholly  ignoring  the  effect  of  numeroiW  prior 
decisions  and  unquestioned  claims  ojahe  sev¬ 
eral  States,  declared  that  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  had  a  paramount  right  tu  all  of  the 
resources,  including  the  oil  and  gas,  under 
California’s  marginal  sea,  without  regard  to 
or  settling  the  question  or  ownership  of  the 
lands  involved;  and  / 

“Whereas  the  Court  based  its  decision  upon 
the  sweeping  and  dangerous  assertion  that, 
because  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  to  defend  ,the  coyntry  against  at¬ 
tack  and  to  condupt  foreign  relations  it  had 
a  paramount  right  to  take  all  the  resources 
in  and  under  the  marginal  sea,  without  com¬ 
pensation;  andf 

“Whereas  this  doctrine  wholly  ignores  the 
reserved  powers  of  the  several  States,  would 
convert  the  United  States  Government  into 
a  superstate  not  resting  on  constitutionally 
granted  powers,  and  would  bring  about  a 
revolutionary  change  in  our  Constitution  by 
a  mere  fiat  of  the  Supereme  Court;  and 
.“Whereas  finally  the  doctrine  of  the  Cali¬ 
fornia  case  constitutes  a  direct  threat  to  all 
ownership  of  minerals  and  other  resources, 
public  and  private,  because  it  is  bottomed 
upon  the  novel  and  unfounded  premise  that 
the  Federal  Government  has  the  right  to 
take  without  compensation  all  the  resources, 
under  all  lands  submerged  and  inland  which 
it  is  obliged  to  defend,  thus  leading  directly 
to  nationalization  of  all  natural  resources, 
and  wholesale  confiscation:  Now,  therefore, 
be  it 

"Resolved,  That  the  State  Bar  of  Texas  in 
meeting  duly  assembled  at  Dallas,  Tex.,  on 
July  5,  1947,  approves  and  pledges  its  sup¬ 
port  to  the  twofold  fight  now  being  made 
by  the  attorney  general  of  Texas,  Hon.  Price 
Daniel,  and  the  Texas  school  land  board, 
composed  of  Gov.  Beauford  Jester,  Land 
Commissioner  Bascom  Giles,  and  Attorney 
General  Daniel,  as  follows: 

"First.  Prepare  to  defend  Texas’  special 
claim  of  ownership  and  of  full  right  of  ex¬ 
ploitation  and  enjoyment  of  its  submerged 
lands  and  all  resources  therein. 

"Second.  At  the  same  time  join  the  other 
States  and  all  others  concerned  in  support 
of  congressional  action  recognizing  and  re¬ 
storing  the  general  rights  of  ownership  and 
enjoyment  heretofore  held  by  the  several 
States;  further 

" Resolved ,  That  Congress  be  urged  by  this 
association  to  pass  immediately  suitable  leg¬ 
islation  renouncing  the  powers  attributed  to 
the  Federal  Government  by  the  Supreme 
\  Court  in  the  California  case,  clarifying  and 
’'declaring  the  States  title  to  submerged  lands 
tinder  the  marginal  sea  and  inland  waters 
^.within  their  respective  boundaries,  and  to  all 
resot*rces  in  and  under  said  lands,  thus  avoid¬ 
ing  endless  litigation;  that  a  copy  of  this 
resolution  be  delivered  to  each  Member  of 
the  Texas  delegation  in  Congress  with  ex¬ 
pression  of  our  appreciation  for  their  former 
leadership  on  similar  legislation;  and  further 
“ Resolved ,  That  the  president  of  the 
Texas  State  Bar  be  directed  to  appoint  a 
committee  of  three  members  to  cooperate 
with  &nd  assist  Texas  officials  in  accomplish¬ 
ing  these  objectives. 

“We,  the  undersigned,  certify  that  the 
foregoing  is  a  true  and  correct  copy  of  a 
resolution  adopted  by  the  annual  meeting 
and  convention  of  the  State  Bar  of  Texas  at 
Dallas,  Tex.,  on  July  5,  1947. 

“H.  Grady  Chandler, 

" President ,  State  Bar  of  Texas. 
[seal]  “Wm.  J.  ParkA 

"Sbgretary.” 

As  provided  in  the  above-quoted  rasoiution, 
President  Chandler,  of  the  State  bar,  appoint¬ 
ed  a  special  tidelands  committee,  composed 
of  Hon.  John  D.  McCall,  of  Dallas,  Hon.  Pal¬ 
mer  Hutcheson,  of  Houston,  and  myself,  with 
instructions  to  render  all  possible  and  proper 
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HOUSING  AND  RENT  ACT  OP  1948 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take  from  ^he 
Speaker’s  table  the  bill  (S.  2182)  to  Ex¬ 
tend  certain  provisions  of  the  Housing 
and  Rent  Act  of  1947,  to  provide  for  the 
termination  of  controls  on  maximum 
rents  in  areas  and  on  housing  accommo¬ 
dations  where  conditions  justifying  such 
controls  no  longer  exist,  and  for  other 
purposes,  with  House  amendment  there¬ 
to  and  ^gree  to  the  conference/asked  by 
the  Senate. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  their  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Michi- ; 
gan?  [After  a  pause.]  The  Chair  hears 
none  and  Appoints  the  following  con¬ 
ferees:  Messte.  Wolcott,  Gamble,  Smith 
of  Ohio,  Spence,  Brown  of  Georgia,  and 
Patman.  \ 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  RANKIN  ksked  and  was  given  per- 
misicn  to  includa^in  the  remarks  he  will 
make  in  the  Comnfitte  of  the  Whole  today 
certain  tables  andWrtain  excerpts. 
PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  McCORMAC^K.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute.  \  , 

The  SPEAKER,  fs  the  objection 
to  the  request  of  the\gentleman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  rfo  objection. 

THE  EUROPEAN  RECOVERY  PROGRAM 

Mr.  McCdRMACK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
listened  with  great  interest  to  the  re¬ 
marks  of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Huber]  and  the  observations  of  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  majority  whip  in  reply  there¬ 
to.  As  Lf interpreted  the  remarks  of  the  S 
gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Hu&er]  he  is 
urging  that  the  House  pass  the  European  ) 
recovery  bill  before  Good  Friday  '  and 
in  vie^  of  the  challenge  to  western  civili¬ 
zation  in  which  Good  Friday  plays  a  very 
important  part  in  the  origin  of  western 
civilization  that  the  House  meet  on  that 
day  if  the  bill  is  not  passed  by  that  time. 
It;  would  be  a  dramatic  answer  and  a  I 
message  to  the  decent  world  that  is  still , 
outside  of  the  so-called  iron  curtain  if 
before  next  Friday  we  could  pass  the 
European  recovery  measure  and  I  hope 
liiatvyill  be  done. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE  APPRO¬ 
PRIATION  BILL,  1949 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  resolve  itself  into  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union  for  the  further  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R,  5883)  mak¬ 
ing  appropriations  for  the  Department 
of  Agriculture — exclusive  of  the  Farm 
Credit  Administration — for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1949,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  fur¬ 
ther  consideration  of  the  bill  H.  R;5883, 
with  Mr.  Hinshaw  in  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  At  the  conclusion 
of  .the  session  yesterday  evening,  the 
Clerk  had  read  the  first  paragraph  of 
the  bill.  The  Clerk  will  read. 


The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Within  the  funds  available  to  the  De¬ 
partment,  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  may 
fix  the  compensation  of  not  to  exceed  10 
persons  without  regard  to  the  maximum 
payable  under  existing  law,  to  serve,  without 
regard  to  civil-service  laws,  in  any  positions 
in  the  Department. 

Mr.  BUCK.  Mr.  Chairman,  a  point  of 
order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
will  state  it. 

Mr.  BUCK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  make 
a  point  of  order  against  lines  3  to  7, 
page  4,  on  the  ground  that  this  is  legis¬ 
lation  in  an-  appropriation  bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Does  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dirksen]  desire 
to  be  heard? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  con¬ 
cede  the  point  of  order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  In  the  opinion  of 
the  Chair,  the  matter  referred  to  is  leg¬ 
islation  on  an  appropriation  bill,  and 
sustains  the  point  of  order. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Dirksen:  On 
page  4,  line  3,  insert  the  following:  “Within 
the  funds  available  to  the  Department,  but 
without  limitation  of  other  authority,  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  may  employ,  in  any 
position  in  the  Department,  not  to  exceed 
10  persons  in  the  special  executive  and  spe¬ 
cial  professional  grades  (CAF-16  and  P-9) 
as  authorized .  by  the  Classification  Act  of 
1923,  as  amended,  but  no  such  person  shall 
be  paid  at  an  annual  rate  in  excess  of 
$15,000.” 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
think  the  language  is  in  order,  and  I 
doubt  very  much  whether  the  matter  has 
to  be  debated,  particularly.  But  I  want 
to  say  to  the  House  that  one  of  the 
greatest  problems,  not  .only  in  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  but  in  other 
departments,  in  view  of  the  salaries  paid 
in  private  industry,  is  the  increased  diffi¬ 
culty  in  retaining  career  service  men  who 
have  had  long  experience,  and  who  are 
now  being  lured  away  by  blandishments 
of  offers  from  private  industry.  It  is 
very  common,  indeed,  for  a  man  who  has 
spent  a  long  time  in  the  Federal  service 
at  $9,000  a  year,  to  entertain  offers  from 
private  industry  ranging  from  $25,000 
to  $30,000  a  year.  If  there  was  some 
little  increase  in  order  to  meet  the  cost 
of  living  and  the  responsibilities  which 
men  in  those  positions  must  necessarily 
bear,  they  would  be  willing  to  continue  in 
the  career  service,  to  the  credit  of  the 
Federal  Government  and  to  the  eternal 
credit  of  the'  welfare  of  the  people  of  the 
country.  When  this  matter  was  first 
presented  to  the  committee,  I  think  we 
were  unanimous  that  some  relief  ought 
to  be  offered,  and  there  was  some  diffi¬ 
culty  in  contriving  the  method  whereby 
it  ought  to  be  done.  We  thought,  per¬ 
haps,  that  discretion  ought  to  be  vested 
in  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  pay 
whatever  he  thought  necessary  in  order 
to  keep  some  of  these  men.  He  has  con¬ 
fided  to  us  that  many  will  be  leaving  this 
year  unless  some  remedy  is  afforded. 
Now  then,  it  was  done  by  offering  this 
discretion  and  putting  a  limitation  on 
the  number  that  he  could  employ  at  an 
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increased  salary,  with  a  stipulated 
amount. 

The  matter,  of  course,  was  subject  to 
a  point  of  order,  but  I  think  the  alterna¬ 
tive  language  is  within  the  authority  of 
the  Classification  Act  of  1923.  I  hope, 
therefore,  that  it  will  have  the  approval 
of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

The  Classification  Act  of  1923,  as 
amended,  provides — Fifth  United  States 
Code,  page  673 : 

PROFESSIONAL  AND  SCIENTIFIC  RESEARCH 
***** 

Grade  9  in  this  service,  which  may  be  re¬ 
ferred  to  as  the  special  professional  grade, 
shall  include  all  positions  which  are  or  may 
be  specifically  authorized  or  appropriated  for 
at  annual  rates  of  compensation  in  excess  of 
$9,000. 

Similar  provision  is  carried  under  the 
clerical,  administrative,  and  fiscal  service 
relating  to  grade  16,  as  follows: 

Grade  16  in  this  service,  which  may  be  re¬ 
ferred  to  as  the  special  executive  grade,  shall 
include  all  positions  which  are  or  may  be 
specifically  authorized  or  appropriated  for  at 
annual  rates  of  compensation  in  excess  of 
$9,000. 

It  has  been  held  invariably  that  where 
an  activity  is  authorized  by  any  statute 
to  the  extent  that  such  activity  may  be 
“appropriated  for  by  the  Congress”  that 
it  is  in  order  to  report  on  an  appropria¬ 
tion  bill  an  appropriation  for  such  pur¬ 
pose  or  activity. 

The  language  of  the  amendment  con¬ 
forms  to  the  provisions  above  quoted  and 
is  believed  to  Ije  in  .order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dirksen]. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

In  all,  $12,000,000:  Provided,  That  for  nec¬ 
essary  printing  and  binding  there  may  be 
transferred  to,  and  made  a  part  of,  the  item 
“Printing  and  binding,  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture,”  such  sums  as  are  necessary:  Pro¬ 
vided  further,  That  the  Secretary  may  make 
available  to  any  bureau,  office,  or  agency  of 
the  Department  such  amounts  from  this  ap¬ 
propriation  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out 
the  functions  for  which  it  is  made  (but 
amounts  made  available  to  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  Office  of  the  Solicitor,  and  Office  of 
Information  shall  not  exceed  those  which  the 
Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  after 
a  hearing  thereon  with  representatives  of  the 
Department,  shall  determine) ,  and  any  such 
amounts  shall  be  in  addition  to  amounts 
transferred  or  otherwise  made  available  to 
other  appropriation  items  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment:  Provided  further,  That  no  part  of  this 
appropriation  shall  be  available  for  work 
relating  to  fish  or  shellfish  or  any  product 
thereof,  except  for  the  support  of  equitable 
transportation  rates  before  Federal  agencies 
concerned  with  such  rates. 

Mr.  BATES  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Bates  of  Mas¬ 
sachusetts:  On  page  6,  line  9,  after  “such 
rates”,  strike  out  the  period  and  insert  “and 
for  development  of  foreign  markets.” 

Mr.  BATES  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Chairman,  in  the  report  of  the  commit¬ 
tee  on  this  bill  they  have  added,  in  sub¬ 
stance,  the  proviso  that  none  of  that 
money  shall  be  expefided  for  fishery 
products.  That  is  a  special  provision 
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set  up  in  the  bill.  I  do  not  know  for 
what  reason  they  would  exclude  any  of 
the  appropriations  contained  therein 
from  being  spent  for  what  we  all  know  is 
a  good  food  product.  We  have  in  this 
country  today  an  industry  whose  total 
value,  including  retail  outlets,  is  ap¬ 
proximately  a  half  billion  dollars.  The 
catch  of  fish  last  year  augmented  our 
food  supply  in  this  country  by  over  4,- 
500,000,000  pounds,  resulting  in  tre¬ 
mendous  sums  of  money  flowing  in  not 
only  to  the  pockets  of  the  fishermen  but 
the  trade  all  through  the  land.  There 
has  been  a  tremendous  amount  expended 
by  the  fishery  industry  running  into  the 
hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars.  Mr. 
Chairman,  it  seems  to  me  when  we  are 
speaking  about  the  food  supply  in  this 
country  and  the  economy  conditions  that 
the  fisheries  help  to  develop  in  the  com¬ 
munities  all  over  this  country,  and  the 
thousands  of  people  that  are  engaged  in 
that  industry,  that  we  ought  to  be  as 
sympathetic  as  we  possibly  can  in  order 
to  help  them  to  dispose  of  the  fish  that  is 
available. 

Under  the  ERP  program  recently 
adopted  by  the  Senate  and  now  in  the 
House,  there  is  a  provision  that  fish  may 
be  considered  with  all  other  commodities 
as  a  proper  product  for  sale  in  the  Euro¬ 
pean  markets  in  order  that  the  hungry 
people  of  Europe  may  have  made  avail¬ 
able  to  them  those  fishery  products 
which  are  high  in  caloric  value. 

The  fishing  industry  for  the  past  year, 
particularly  segments  of  the  fish  can¬ 
ning  industry,  have  supplied  quantities  of 
canned  fish  for  relief  feeding  in  Europe. 
Purchasing  for  the  most  part  has  been 
handled  by  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  at  the  request  of  the  State  Depart¬ 
ment.  Because  of  the  fact  that  canned 
fish  had  to  compare  favorably  in  calories 
with  grains  on  a  per-pound  basis,  only 
the  less  costly  varieties  such  as  canned 
silver  hake,  herring,  and  mackerel  were 
purchased  in  quantity. 

Probably  the  most  fallacious  part  of 
the  fish-buying  program  in  the  United 
States  and  the  unfairest  from  an  indus¬ 
try  standpoint  is  the  yardstick  for  buy¬ 
ing  these  products.  Fish  and  seafood 
bought  in  any  form  for  relief  feeding  is 
bought  strictly  on  a  caloric  basis.  The 
industry  is  aware  that  fishery  products 
are  high  in  calories,  but  this  is  secondary 
to  their  value  in  proteins  and  minerals 
which  are  necessary  to  life  itself.  Facts 
have  been  established  that  a  person  fed 
calories  alone  may  die  of  rickets.  Why 
then,  should  the  fishing  industry  be  re¬ 
quired  to  sell  its  products  on  a  false 
premise? 

Recently  the  Army  Quartermaster 
Corps  executed  a  contract  with  New¬ 
foundland  for  over  40,000,000  pounds  of 
pickled  herring.  The  fish,  according  to 
best  information,  are  to  be  distributed 
to  German  civilians  in  our  occupied 
zone  of  Germany.  Presumably  the  de¬ 
termination  for  this  purchase  was  made 
by  our  military  authorities  in  Germany. 
It  is  significant  that  the  fish  processors 
and  canners  of  the  United  States  had 
no  notice  of  the  fact  that  our  Army 
Quartermaster  Corps  intended  to  buy 
herring  or  any  other  fishery  products 
until  the  deal  was  being  consummated. 


Finally  when  the  domestic  industry  did 
become  advised,  it  was  too  late  to  make 
bids  on  the  item  specified  or  comparable 
ones. 

After  buying  over  13,000,000  pounds  of 
canned  fish  in  the  interim  aid  program, 
the  State  Department  has  informed  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  that  no  more 
canned  fish  is  to  be  acquired  for  relief. 
The  main  reasons  advanced  are: 

First.  That  Austria,  where  part  of  the 
canned  fish  were  to  be  shipped,  has  at 
present  an  abundance  of  meat  because 
of  the  slaughtering  of  livestock  due  to 
a  feed  shortage. 

Second.  Italy,  where  canned  fish  were 
to  be  shipped,  prefers  her  canned  fish  in 
oil  and  does  not  relish  the  species  pre¬ 
viously  sent  abroad  by  United  States 
canners. 

Third.  The  countries  participating  in 
the  Marshall  plan  have  exportable  sur¬ 
pluses  of  canned  fish  and  therefore 
there  is  no  demand  for  the  importation 
of  canned  fish. 

The  matter  of  buying  fishery  products 
on  a  caloric  basis  has  already  been  dealt 
with  above. 

Even  if  the  arguments  advanced  are 
well  founded,  it  seems  to  us  that  the 
American  industry  is  entitled  to  know 
more  of  the  facts.  To  buy  fish  stocks 
from  foreign  governments  may  or  may 
not  be  expedient.  If  purchases  are  to 
be  on  the  basis  of  American  dollars  with 
American  money,  then  the  American  in¬ 
dustry  should  be  given  a  chance  to  bid. 
It  should  furthermore  know  the  program 
of  the  State  Department  and  the  Army. 
That  our  own  Government  officials  and 
Army  personnel  should  keep  American 
industry  in  the  dark  just  does  not  seem, 
on  the  face  of  it,  to  be  good  judgment. 
The  American  fishing  industry,  listed  as 
being  a  billion-dollar  one,  should  not 
be  ignored.  Prior  to  the  war,  the  United 
States  was  second  largest  in  fish  and 
sea-food  production  and  its  position  has 
been  strengthened  since  the  war  because 
of  the  fact  that  Japan,  a  defeated  coun¬ 
try,  ranked  first. 

The  hit  and  miss  program  of  the  State 
Department  and  the  Army  is  having  a 
bad  effect  on  the  economy  of  the  fishing 
industry.  Certain  fish  canners  have 
geared  their  production  schedules  so  that 
they  could  produce  food  for  the  relief 
7  rogram.  Actually  if  all  these  canners 
knew  of  the  uncertanity  of  Government 
buying,  it  is  unlikely  they  would  can  the 
less  costly  varieties  of  fish — they  could 
not  run  the  risk.  Already  a  number  of 
canners  are  unwilling  to  run  the  risk 
without  a  firmer  commitment  because 
they  know  of  recent  canned  fish  cancel¬ 
lations  on  the  part  of  the  State  Depart¬ 
ment.  The  economy  is  affected  too  by 
reason  of  the  fact  that  canners  have 
been  able  to  produce  less  costly  species 
during  the  off-season  and  thereby  retain 
their  factory  help  the  year  round.  One 
of  the  reasons  why  canned  fish  prices  are 
sometimes  high  is  because  the  costs  have 
to  be  spread  over  such  a  relatively  short 
season.  Fish  canning  for  relief,  there¬ 
fore,  fits  into  the  economy  qf  the  domes¬ 
tic  fish  canning  industry,  although  the 
profits  for  the  operation  are  generally 
small. 
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In  answer  to  the  objections  raised  for 
cancelling  out  canned  fish  in  the  foreign- 
aid  program,  let  us  consider  them  in 
order.  Austria  may  or  may  not  have  a 
suitable  supply  of  meat,  and  therefore 
canned  fish  should  not  be  shipped  there. 
But  who  has  made  this  determination 
and  where  are  the  figures  to  substanti¬ 
ate  the  claim?  With  our  own  country 
facing  a  meat  shortage,  according  to  the 
Department  of  Agriculture,  it  is  difficult 
to  concede  that  a  defeated  nation  should 
have  an  ample  supply.  • 

With  respect  to  Italy,  that  country 
may  prefer  to  have  fish  in  oil,  but  why 
fish  in  brine  would  not  serve  as  a  substi¬ 
tute  if  the  nationals  of  that  country  are 
hungry  is  not  understandable.  Canned 
fish  can  be  easily  handled  and  stored. 
Italy  has  neither  the  tin  nor  the  means 
of  distributing  her  fresh  fish  production 
to  inland  points.  Actually  there  seems 
to  be  a  lack  of  proof  that  hungry  Italians 
will  not  eat  American  canned  fish. 

Next,  an  explanation  that  countries 
participating  in  the  European  recovery 
plan  or  foreign-aid  program  have  ex¬ 
portable  surpluses  will  stand  examina¬ 
tion.  A  review  of  Tariff  Commission 
figures  reveals  that  those  countries  in 
some  cases  do  have  exportable  surpluses, 
but  they  are  so-called  luxury  or  high- 
cost  items.  A  typical  example  is  Nor¬ 
way.  That  country  is  a  big  producer  of 
brisling  sardines.  They  are  selling  on 
the  American  market  at  about  $26  per 
case.  Portugal,  Denmark,  Sweden,  and 
Holland  also  ship  sardines,  fancy  herring 
items,  and  fish  cakes  to  this  country  for 
fancy  prices.  It  would  appear  then  that 
this  country  may  have  been  taken  in  by 
a  lot  of  propaganda  by  fish-producing 
countries  that  prefer  to  keep  our  compe¬ 
tition  in  the  world  market  to  a  minimum. 

It  must  be  remembered  that  the  United 
States  fishing  industry  operates  without 
a  subsidy.  This  is  not  true  in  Canada, 
our  worthy  competitor,  and  it  is  not  true 
in  many  other  major  fish-producing 
countries  of  the  world.  The  fisherman 
in  this  country  pays  into  the  Federal 
Treasury  an  average  of  $541.38  each  year, 
while  getting  back  $21.07.  The  farmer 
fares  better — he  pays  in  an  average  of* 
$177.17  and  gets  back  $98.88.  It  is  evi¬ 
dent  that  we  have  neglected  our  fisheries. 

To  overcome  some  of  the  obstacles 
complained  of,  it  would  only  seem  rea-. 
sonable  that  the  Congress  should  appro¬ 
priate  sufficient  funds  to  investigate  first¬ 
hand  the  foreign  feeding  situation.  Al¬ 
ready  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
operates  a  foreign  service.  Personnel 
already  provided  could  possibly,  with 
slight  addition,  appraise  the  foreign  food 
situation  and  recommend  where  fishery 
products  fit  into  ERP.  Authority  has, 
already  been  granted  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  in  the  Agricultural  Market¬ 
ing  and  Research  Act  of  1846 — Public 
Law  733.  There  is  no  authority  for  the 
Department  of  Interior,  through  the  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service,  to  develop  foreign 
markets  for  fishery  products;  hence,  no 
conflict  between  the  Departments.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  under  the  act,  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  could  call  upon 
the  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  to  assist 
with  the  work  of  developing  foreign 
markets.  Last  year  money  was  appro- 
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priated  for  transportation  in  the  Market¬ 
ing  and  Research  Act;  developing  foreign 
markets  for  fishery  products  could  pos¬ 
sibly  be  added  this  year. 

In  the  course  of  developing  a  market 
abroad  for  fishery  products,  thought 
should  be  given  to  permit  canned  fish 
to  be  purchased  on  a  true-value  basis  so 
that  a  fair  price  can  be  returned  to  the 
canner  for  certain  species  which,  because 
of  high  costs,  are  not  competitive  with 
grain  on  a  caloric  basis. 

We  all  know  that  fish  is  an  excellent 
food  product  in  every  way,  and  it  seems 
to  me,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  this  bill 
ought  to  contain  a  provision  stating  sim¬ 
ply  that  wheh  other  commodities  are 
being  sold  in  the  European  area  by  our 
representatives,  whether  it  is  by  a  rep¬ 
resentative  of  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  or  Interior  or  by  the  State  De¬ 
partment,  that  the  same  representatives 
ought  to  be  permitted  to  survey  the  Euro¬ 
pean  food  situation  in  order  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether  or  not  fish,  in  addition  to 
other  food  products,  may  be  made  avail¬ 
able,  and  that  is  all  my  amendment 
means;  that  in  the  determination  of 
what  is  needed  along  the  line  of  food  for 
the  hungry  people  of  Europe,  that  they 
may  just  simply  give  fish  consideration, 
and  that  the  officer  having  the  informa¬ 
tion  relative  to  the  needs,  including  food 
needs  and  other  needs,  simply  transmit 
that  information  to  the  fishery  industries 
of  this  country.  It  seems  to  me,  Mr. 
Chairman,  that  that  is  very  little  for  us 
to  do. 

Mr.  CURTIS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

I  am  very  much  interested  in  this  ap¬ 
propriation  bill  for  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  and  I  wish  to  direct  my  re¬ 
marks  to  the  item  for  funds  to  carry  out 
the  Research  and  Marketing  Act  of  1946. 
When  we  compare  the  cost  of  research 
with  the  total  costs  for  the  Department 
of  Agriculture,  it  is  apparent  that  the 
portion  for  research  is  rather  small.  It 
is  through  research,  however,  that  we 
make  progress.  The  extension-service 
schools  and  colleges  of  agriculture  and 
other  agencies  working  with  the  Federal 
Government  have  made  a  distinct  con¬ 
tribution  to  the  science  of  farming. 

It  is  contended  by  some  that  the  ap¬ 
propriation  to  carry  out  Public  Law  733 
of  the  Seventy-ninth  Congress  should  be 
curtailed  because  the  work  is  not  yet  well 
organized.  That  situation  does  not  pre¬ 
vail  in  the  North  Central  region.  A  well- 
informed  individual  has  written  me  as 
follows : 

Since  the  passage  of  Public  Law  733,  repre¬ 
sentatives  of  the  State  experiment  stations 
in  the  North  Central  region  at  least,  have 
worked  very  dil'gently  to  get  work  organ¬ 
ized  under  the  provisions  of  this  law.  The 
statement  that  work  is  not  well  enough  or¬ 
ganized  to  warrant  the  appropriation  of  the 
amount  authorized  by  the  law  and  approved 
by  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  certainly  does 
not  apply  to  the  North  Central  States.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  we  have  work  organized  which 
cannot  be  carried  on  with  appropriations  at 
the  level  of  last  year. 

We  have  gone  ahead  and  planned  this 
work,  putting  time  and  expense  into  the 
planning  and  initiation  of  work,  on  the  as¬ 
sumption  that  funds  would  be  provided  for 
the  prosecution  of  the  work. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  received  a  tele¬ 
gram  from  Mr.  Charles  Marshall,  presi¬ 


dent  of  the  Nebraska  Farm  Bureau  Fed¬ 
eration,  in  reference  to  this  measure  and, 
in  particular,  reference  toward  this  re¬ 
search  work.  It  is  his  opinion  that  these 
funds  are  essential  to  meet  the  readjust¬ 
ment  problems  ahead. 

It  is  my  sincere  hope  that  before  this 
measure  is  transmitted  to  the  President 
that  another  look  can  be  taken  at  these 
research  funds  and  that  an  adequate 
amount  be  provided. 

(Mr.  CURTIS  asked*  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

[Mr.  NICHOLSON  addressed  the  Com¬ 
mittee.  His  remarks  will  appear  here¬ 
after  in  the  Appendix.] 

Mr.  TOLLEFSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in  support  of  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Bates],  May 
I,  as  chairman  of  the  House  Subcommit¬ 
tee  on  Salt  Water  Fish  and  Shellfish, 
commend  the  gentleman  from  Massa¬ 
chusetts  for  his  continued  interest  in 
fisheries  matters.  I  know  of  no  one  who 
has  been  more  active  or  more  helpful  in 
matters  affecting  the  fishing  industry  of 
our  country,  and  I  desire  to  publicly  pay 
my  respects  to  him  for  his  earnest  efforts 
in  its  behalf. 

His  amendment  provides  that  out  of 
the  funds  here  to  be  appropriated  for 
agricultural  research  and  marketing,  a 
portion  of  the  money  may  be  expended 
for  development  of  foreign  fisheries  mar¬ 
kets.  It  is  true  that  in  the  strict  sense 
of  the  word,  agriculture  does  not  include 
fish  products.  On  the  other  hand,  when 
the  Marketing  and  Research  Act  of  1946 
was  passed,  fisheries  products  were  in¬ 
tended  to  be  included.  Appropriations 
for  fisheries  matters  are  normally  to  be 
found  in  the  Interior  Department  appro¬ 
priations  bill.  Unfortunately,  there  is  no 
legislative  authority  for  the  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Department  of  the  Interior  to 
develop  markets  abroad.  There  is  au¬ 
thority  under  the  Research  and  Market¬ 
ing  Act  for  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  to  do  so.  It  only  makes  good  sense, 
therefore,  to  say  that  while  representa¬ 
tives  of  the  Agriculture  Department  are 
developing  foreign  markets  for  agricul¬ 
tural  products,  they  should  also  be  au¬ 
thorized  to  develop  foreign  markets  for 
fish  products.  In  a  sense,  they  would  be 
killing  two  birds  with  one  stone.  Fish 
are  one  of  our  most  valuable  food  re¬ 
sources,  and  fisheries  constitute  one  of 
our  Nation’s  oldest  and  most  valuable  in¬ 
dustries.  This  industry  has  long  been 
self-sustaining  and  has  not  asked — nor 
does  it  now  ask — for  subsidies.  It  is  true 
that  a  certain  amount  of  Federal  funds 
have  been  spent  for  research  and  de¬ 
velopment  of  our  domestic  fisheries;  but 
it  is  interesting  to  note  that  for  every  ton 
of  fish  products  produced  in  this  coun¬ 
try,  our  Government  has  spent  89  cents, 
whereas  for  every  ton  of  agricultural 
products  it  has  spent  more  than  $5. 

The  fishing  industry  is  entitled  to  con¬ 
sideration,  and  it  seems  clear  to  me  that 
it  would  be  good  business  to  assist  them 
in  the  development  of  markets  in  those 
foreign  nations  which  now  want  or  might 
want  our  fisheries  products. 

I  hope  that  the  Members  will  vote  for 
the  amendment. 


I  should  also  like  to  urge  the  Commit¬ 
tee  to  give  serious  consideration  to  in¬ 
creasing  the  amount  of  funds  for  the 
entire  research  and  marketing  program. 
The  tremendous  value  of  this  program 
cannot  be  overemphasized.  The  benefits, 
not  only  to  agriculture  itself  but  to  the 
general  welfare  of  our  Nation,  have  been 
clearly  demonstrated.  We  should  not 
curtail  the  activities  contemplated  under 
this  provision  of  the  law,  but,  on  the 
contrary,  should  amplify  them. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  two  words. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  disappointed  that 
some  of  those  who  have  been  particularly 
interested  in  this  bill  on  the  other  side 
of  the  aisle  have  not  proposed  to  make 
reasonable  increases  in  the  provision  for 
the  Research  and  Marketing  Act. 

This  act  was  sponsored  by  the  distin¬ 
guished  gentleman  from  Kansas  [Mr. 
Hope],  Of  the  many  services  he  has 
rendered  the  country,  I  think  none  is 
more  valuable  than  the  work  he  has  done 
in  securing  the  enactment  of  the  au¬ 
thorizing  act  for  research  and  market¬ 
ing.  As  evidence  of  the  soundness  of 
his  position  and-  his  wisdom  in  sponsor¬ 
ing  the  Research  and  Marketing  Act, 
the  measure  passed  the  House  by  a  prac¬ 
tically  unanimous  vote.  His  argument 
in  favor  of  research  for  the  benefit ‘of  ag¬ 
riculture  was  so  convincing  that  there 
was  hardly  a  vote  in  opposition  to  it. 

However,  Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  useless 
and  futile  for  us  to  pass  these  authoriza¬ 
tion  acts  if  we  do  not  implement  them 
with  appropriations.  To  authorize  a 
Service  and  then  refuse  to  finance  it 
is  mere  lip  service  and  amounts  to  a 
betrayal  of  the  agricultural  interests  it 
purports  to  serve.  It  doesn’t  mean  any¬ 
thing. 

Mr.  Chairman,  there  is  too  much  of  this 
legerdemain  of  praising  the  farmer  and 
telling  him  what  an  indispensible  fellow 
he  is  and  how  our  hearts  bleed  for  him 
and  assuring  him  we  are  going  to  be  of 
service  to  him,  and  then  doing  nothing. 
We  pass  an  authorization  act  and 
promise  him  equality  with  other  in¬ 
dustries  and  then  by  failure  to  provide 
the  money,  nullify  the  whole  proceedings. 

That  is  precisely  what  has  been  done 
in  this  case.  By  refusing  to  include  a 
little  money  in  this  bill  we  are  nullifying 
the  research  and  marketing  act  which 
had  the  approval,  not  only  of  the  Con¬ 
gress,  but  of  the  entire  country. 

I  must  confess  I  am  at  a  loss  to  under¬ 
stand  why  some  of  those  who  supported 
the  research  and  marketing  act  and 
who  are  in  charge  of  this  legislation  have 
not  offered  amendments  to  make  the  act 
effective.  If  they  had  offered  even  two 
or  three  minor  amendments  such  as  on 
page  4,  line  23,  a  proposal  to  appropriate 
the  additional  $2,500,000  so  greatly 
needed  there,  it  would  have  at  least  been 
consistent.  It  is  impossible  to  achieve 
the  purposes  of  this  act  with  any  degree 
of  success  without  having  at  least 
$5,000,000  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  MURDOCK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Arizona. 

Mr.  MURDOCK.  I  am  glad  to  join 
with  my  colleague  in  protesting  the  cut 
in  this  particular  item.  I  would  like  to 
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see  an  amendment  offered,  and  I  would 
like  to  see  the  increase  made  because 
there  are  quite  a  number  of  items  that 
would  come  under  that  lump-sum  ap¬ 
propriation  which  ought  to  be  made  but 
which  had  to  be  left  out  without  the 
increase  in  the  appropriation. 

Mr.  CANNON.  The  gentleman  is  cor¬ 
rect  in  that  position. 

The  item  of  research  and  utilization 
and  associated  problems  on  page.5,  line 
4,  should  have  at  least  one  and  a  quar¬ 
ter  million  dollars  additional.  In  line 
7  there  should  be  an  additional  quarter 
of  a  million  dollars  in  order  to  make 
these  programs  even  moderately  effec¬ 
tive. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  was  much  impressed 
yesterday  by  the  remarks  of  the  eloquent 
gentleman  from  Illinois  on  the  impor¬ 
tance  of  research.  I  do  not  think  anyone 
can  speak  more  convincingly  than  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  when  his  heart 
is  in  it  and  his  heart  was  undoubtedly 
in  it  when  he  spoke  yesterday.  He 
spoke  of  hybrid  com  and  improved 
strains  of  soybeans  and  other  advan¬ 
tages  which  have  not  only  prospered  the 
farmer  but  which  have  immeasurably 
increased  the  food  supply  of  the  country 
and  the  general  prosperity  of  the  Nation. 
Now  in  this  bill  we  decline  to  provide 
funds  to  continue  research.  We  pay 
tribute  to  research,  but  when  it  comes 
to  actually  putting  research  into  prac¬ 
tice  we  provide  only  $3,000,000  out  of 
the  $10,000,000  which  was  authorized 
and  without  which  it  cannot  function 
with  complete  success. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Cannon] 
has  expired. 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent,  Mr.  Chairman,  to  proceed  for  five 
additional  minutes. . 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CANNON.  The  authorization  pro¬ 
vided  by  this  act,  sponsored  and  sup¬ 
ported  by  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  Kansas  [Mr.  Hope],  chairman  of 
the  great  Committee  on  Agriculture  of 
the  House,  specifies  $10,000,000.  That 
was  considered  at  the  time  a  very  mod¬ 
est  amount,  but  this  bill  carries  only 
$3,000,000  for  title  II  and  nothing  for 
title  I.  Did  we  really  want  research 
when  we  passed  the  Hale-Flannagan  bill 
or  were  we  merely  indulging  in  glitter¬ 
ing  generalities? 

Mr.  Chairman,  we  must  not  overlook 
one  of  the  most  important  phases  of 
this  program.  The  legislation  sponsored 
by  the  gentleman  from  Kansas  [Mr. 
Hope]  provides  that  all  Federal  funds 
shall  be  matched  by  State  funds  in  not 
less  than  equal  proportions. 

The  Federal  Government  puts  up  a 
maximum  of  half  the  amount.  The 
State  must  put  the  other  half,  and  in  nu¬ 
merous  instances  the  State  provides  more 
than  half,  so  that  out  of  every  dollar  the 
Federal  Government  spends  for  research, 
under  this  authorization  it  gets  a  mini¬ 
mum  of  $2  in  education  and  research 
service.  From  the  Government’s  point  of 
view  it  is  a  profitable  transaction. 


I  trust,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  those  who 
are  responsible  for  legislation  in  this  ses¬ 
sion  and  to  whom  we  look  for  leadership 
and  upon  whom  we  depend  to  take  care 
of  the  agricultural  interests  of  the  coun¬ 
try,  will  not  permit  this  opportunity  to 
pass  without  making  adequate  additions 
to  the  meager  sums  provided  in  the  bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri  has  again  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to 
strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  regret  that  the  com¬ 
mittee  has  not  seen  fit  to  increase  the 
appropriation  under  the  Research  and 
Marketing  Act,  and  especially  under 
title  I  of  the  act,  for  the  cooperative 
work  between  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  and  the  experiment  stations  in 
States. 

Mr.  HORAN.  If  the  gentleman  will 
yield,  we  did  increase  the  amount  over 
last  year. 

Mr.  HOPE.  The  total  amount  of  the 
bill  is  increased,  but  f  am  referring  par¬ 
ticularly  to  the  amount  provided  in  sec¬ 
tion  1.  If  I  gave  the  impression  that  the 
amount  was  not  increased  over  last  year 
I  did  not  intend  to  do  so,  because  there 
is  an  increase'  in  a  very  important  part 
of  the  bill,  the  part  relating  to  market¬ 
ing.  I  am  glad  the  committee  has  seen 
fit  to  include  that  increase  in  the  bill. 

I  have  been  urged  to  offer  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  increase  the  amount  to  be  paid 
to  the  agricultural  experiment  stations 
in  the  various  States  but  I  have  hesi¬ 
tated  to  do  so  and  will  not  do  so.  One 
reason  is  that  I  think  this  a  pretty  good 
bill.  I  congratulate  the  committee  and 
its  distinguished  chairman  for  the  fine 
job  they  have  done  on  this  measure. 

Because  they  have  brought  in  such  a 
good  bill,  I  am  reluctant  to  question 
their  judgment  on  the  amount  that  they 
have  brought  in  on  this  item,  although 
I  will  say  frankly  it  would  be  very  diffi¬ 
cult  for  me  to  resist  voting  for  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  increase  it,  were  the  same 
offered. 

I  hope  that  the  Senate  committee 
when  it  considers  this  bill  may  find  itself 
justified  in  increasing  the  amount  under 
the  Research  and  Marketing  Act.  As  far 
as  I  am  concerned  I  may  go  before  the 
Senate  committee  myself  and  ask  for  an 
increase  in  the  amount,  especially  in 
title  I  for  the  cooperative  work;  but  be¬ 
cause  I  do  feel  that  the  committee  has 
done  an  excellent  job,  and  because  there 
has  been  an  increase  of  $3,000,000  in  a 
most  important  part  of  this  work  I  feel 
that  for  the  present  I  should  stay  with 
the  committee  and  I  am  not  going  to 
offer  an  amendment  at  this  time. 

I  do  want  to  express  the  hope  that  if 
the  Senate  committee  after  full  consid¬ 
eration  should  include  an  increase  in  this 
item  that  the  House  conferees  will  give 
it  generous  and  careful  consideration 
and  if  they  think  a  case  has  been  made 
will  agree  to  the  increased  amount. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kansas  has  expired. 

Mr.  HORAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 


Mr.  HORAN.  What  amendment  is 
before  the  House? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Massa¬ 
chusetts  [Mr.  Bates]. 

Mr.  HORAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Clerk  may 
again  read  the  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Washington? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  again  read  the  Bates  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  HORAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word  and  rise  in 
support  of  the  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Washington  is  recognized  for  5 
minutes. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HORAN  I  yield. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on 
this  amendment  close  in  5  minutes. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  reserv¬ 
ing  the  right  to  object,  will  not  the  gen¬ 
tleman  modify  that  to  include  5  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Georgia? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  My  request  goes  only 
to  this  amendment.  The  section  is  still 
open. 

Mr.  HORAN.  We  just  want  to  get  this 
amendment  out  of  the  way. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Illinois  asks  unanimous  consent 
’  that  all  debate  on  this  amendment  close 
in  5  minutes.  Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HORAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  pro¬ 
viso  was  put  in  the  bill  last  year  to 
attempt  to  clarify  the  status  of  the  In¬ 
terior  Department  and  the  Agriculture 
Department  with  regard  to  fish  and 
shellfish.  Obviously,  they  are  not  agri¬ 
cultural  products.  The  confusion^  de¬ 
velops  from  the  fact  that  they  are  food. 
They  are  appropriated  for  and  all  work 
in  connection  with  fisheries  and  fish  and 
shellfish  is  carried  on  in  the  Interior 
Department.  We  felt  that,  in  the  inter¬ 
est  of  clarifying  the  budgets  of  both 
Departments,  the  matter  should  be  ex¬ 
cluded  here  and  that  this  item  should 
be  taken  care  of  through  Department 
of  Interior  appropriations.  However,  we 
have  no  objection  to  the  exceptions  that 
are  in  that  proviso  or  the  inclusion  of 
the  words  added  by  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts.  I  take  this  time  merely 
to  impress  the  administration,  and  espe¬ 
cially  those  two  Departments,  with  the 
need  for  keeping  this  matter  thoroughly 
clarified. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Bates]. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 
word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  address  my  remarks  to 
those  of  the  gentleman  from  Missouri 
and  the  gentleman  from  Kansas,  both  of 
whom  have  a  deep  interest  in  the  sub¬ 
ject  of  the  Research  and  Marketing  Act, 
commonly  known  on  this  floor  as  the 
Hope-Flannagan  Act.  I  worked  for  more 
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than  10  years  to  see  an  act  of  that  kind 
placed  upon  the  statute  books  and  I  was 
delighted  when  it  finally  became  law.  I 
consider  it  one  of  the  most  forward- 
moving  actions  of  the  Congress  which 
adopted  it. 

I  concur  with  what  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  Kansas,  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Agriculture,  said,  ex¬ 
cept  that  more  money  should  be  added 
to  the  appropriation  now.  What  I  am 
about  to  say  should  follow  the  comments 
of  the  gentleman  from  Kansas  and  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri  in  the  Record. 
For  this  reason,  I  wish  to  refer  to  the 
original  act  of  the  gentleman  from 
Kansas  and  the  gentleman  from  Virginia 
which  contemplated  that  work  upon  this 
matter  should  begin  at  once.  The  act 
provided,  in  the  first  year,  naming  the 
calendar  year,  $9,500,000.  The  work  did 
not  start  until  the  end  of  the  year.  Much 
of  it  did  not  get  going  until  very  recently, 
within  the  last  few  months. 

It  is  not  desirable,  nor  is  it  necessary, 
that  the  amounts  indicated  in  the  origi¬ 
nal  act  should  be  appropriated,  but  only 
as  much  money  as  can  be  economically 
used  by  the  Department.  In  the  opin¬ 
ion  of  the  Subcommittee  on  Agricultural 
Appropriations,  very  properly  in  my 
mind,  as  a  friend  of  the  act,  the  amount 
appropriated  is  adequate.  There  is  also 
this  to  consider:  The  gentlemen  who  were 
successful  in  putting  that  act  into  effect, 
and  giving  it  its  name,  contemplated  that 
research  in  marketing  should  be  one  of 
the  ^primary  objectives  of  the  act.  It 
was  to  be  the  equal  of  research  in  pro¬ 
duction,  which  was  already  being  carried 
on.  It  was  not  the  intent  then,  nor  do 
I  believe  it  to  be  the  intent  now,  that 
that  money  should  be  used  to  supplement 
money  already  being  expended  for  the 
type  of  production  research  carried  on 
for  a  long  time,  nor  do  I  believe,  and  I 
am  very  sure  of  this  fact,  that  it  was  the 
intention  to  set  up  in  the  Department 
a  new  project,  inferior  to  production  re¬ 
search,  nor  to  require  marketing  research 
to  clear  through  production  research. 

I  have  discussed  this  with  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture,  and  others,  and  I  say 
positively  that  many  agencies  of  Gov¬ 
ernment  simply  went  to  this  fund,  after 
the  adoption  of  last  year’s  budget,  and 
attempted  to  use  that  money  to  piece  out 
cuts  made  by  the  Congress  in  their  reg¬ 
ular  budgets.  The  present  head  of  the 
P.  and  M.  Section  deserves  a  great  deal 
of  credit  for  withstanding  these  re¬ 
quests.  I  am  convinced  that  the  amount 
in  this  bill  is  adequate,  under  the  ad¬ 
ministration  being  given  to  the  fund, 
and  until  such  time  as  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  sets  up  the  agency  con¬ 
templated  in  the  original  act,  and  spe¬ 
cifically  described  in  the  report  of  the 
legislative  committee,  and  desired  not 
only  by  me,  but  by  the  gentleman  from 
Kansas  and  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
souri,  and  certainly  all  members  of  the 
legislative  committee  at  the  time  the  act 
was  adopted. 

Mr.  MURDOCK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MURDOCK.  The  gentleman  and 
I  are  both  interested  in  experimental 


work  done  on  new  insecticides  that  are 
very  effective,  and  some  very  deadly.  I 
am  concerned  about  these  new  and  un¬ 
tried  insecticides  and  their  effects  upon 
bees.  There  is  not  enough  of  that  needed 
work  being  done.  If  this  work  were  more 
adequately  provided  for,  would  it  not  be 
in  this  particular  amendment? 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  It  could 
be,  because  the  gentleman  has  chosen  one 
subject  which  spreads  itself  over  both 
production  and  marketing.  Both  are  im¬ 
portant.  This  committee  has  appro¬ 
priated  a  great  deal  of  money  for  direct 
experimental  work,  as  well  as  for  work 
under  the  Marketing  Act.  The  gentle¬ 
man  will  remember  that  the  addition  of 
$3,000,000  was  in  the  field  of  marketing — 
title  II — and  could,  therefore,  be  used  for 
the  subject  interesting  to  the  gentleman 
from  Arizona. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  California  has  expired. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on  this 
paragraph  close  in  5  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois?  » 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  you  will  recall  that  I 
was  one  of  the  those  last  year  that  cer¬ 
tainly  recognized  the  value  of  research 
and  of  providing  adequate  appropriations 
for  the  Research  and  Marketing  Act  of 
1946. 

In  the  years  ahead  we  are  going  to  need 
all  the  information  available  if  we  are  to 
take  care  of  farm  problems.  The  Re¬ 
search  and  Marketing  Act  of  1946  was 
one  of  the  greatest  measures  that  has 
been  passed  by  the  Congress.  This  act 
however  only  authorizes  and  the  act  is 
of  no  benefit  unless  it  is  implemented  by 
adequate  appropriations. 

It  was  only  after  a  rather  strenuous 
fight  on  the  floor  of  the  House  that  we 
were  able,  on  our  motion,  to  provide  the 
funds  last  year.  At  that  time  it  was 
said  that  the  Department  could  not 
properly  use  the  increased  appropriation. 
Nevertheless,  we  were  able  to  provide,  I 
think,  adequately  for  this  program  for 
the  present  fiscal  year.  I  am  glad  to 
see  that  those  who  resisted  the  increased 
appropriations  last  year  found — I  think 
they  found,  and  I  know  it  was  my  re¬ 
action  to  the  testimony  of  these  wit¬ 
nesses — that  a  splendid  job  has  been 
done  in  using  the  entire  funds  that  were 
set  up  last  year  for  the  present  fiscal 
year.  The  results  have  been  highly 
satisfactory.  The  local  committees  and 
other  advisory  committees  have  con¬ 
tributed  greatly  to  getting  this  program 
going.  They  have  made  a  fine  showing 
before  our  committee  with  reference  to 
the  entire  program. 

I  am  not  pleased  at  the  amount  of  in¬ 
crease  that  is  in  the  present  bill.  I  think 
the  Department  clearly  justified  an  in¬ 
crease  over  and  above  the  amount  that 
is  provided  in  the  bill,  and  showed  us 
that  this  could  well  be  used  for  research 
in  agriculture  at  this  time.  In  the  next 
few  years  we  at  least  think  we  can  see 
a  high  probability  of  great  surpluses. 


Notwithstanding  the  fact  that  I  was  con¬ 
vinced,  as  were  other  Members,  that  the 
Department  should  have  this  money — 
and  witnesses  made  an  excellent  show¬ 
ing — the  majority  of  the  committee  dif¬ 
fered  with  us  on  that,  since  they  feel 
the  testimony  did  not  fully  justify  the 
increased  amounts.  In  view  of  this  fact, 
we  have  concluded  that  it  might  be 
better  to  wait  and  have  the  witnesses  to 
develop  the  matter  fully  in  hearings  be¬ 
fore  the  Senate,  where  the  Department 
will  have  a  chance  further  to  present  the 
evidence  that  they  have  done  a  good 
job  and  can  use  increased  amounts  most 
effectively  in  the  coming  year.  I  know 
the  Department  can  well  use  additional 
funds,  and  while  my  Republican  friends 
are  not  yet  convinced,  and  though  they 
have  the  most  votes  here,  I  believe  that 
on  review  even  they  will  be  convinced, 
and  that  additional  funds  will  be  pro¬ 
vided  before  this  bill  becomes  law. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

For  necessary  expenses  in  connection  with 
the  publication,  indexing,  illustration,  and 
distribution  of  bulletins,  documents,  and  re¬ 
ports,  the  preparation,  distribution,  and  dis¬ 
play  of  agricultural  motion  and  sound  pic¬ 
tures,  and  exhibits,  and  the  coordination  of 
informational  work  in  the  Department, 
$580,000,  together  with  such  amounts  from 
other  appropriations  or  authorizations  as  are 
provided  in  the  schedules  in  the  budget 
for  the  current  fiscal  year  for  such  expenses, 
which  several  amounts  or  portions  thereof, 
as  may  be  determined  by  the  Secretary,  not 
exceeding  a  total  of  $13,975  shall  be  trans¬ 
ferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  this  appropria¬ 
tion,  of  which  total  appropriation  amounts 
not  exceeding  those  specified  may  be  used 
for  the  purposes  enumerated  as  follows: 
For  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia,  $538,000;  for  preparation  and  dis¬ 
play  of  exhibits,  $105,925;  and  the  prepara¬ 
tion,  distribution,  and  display  of  motion  and 
sound  pictures,  $55,600:  Provided,  however. 
That  if  the  total  amounts  of  the  appropria¬ 
tions  or  authorizations  for  the  current  fiscal 
year  from  which  transfers  to  this  appropria¬ 
tion  are  herein  authorized  shall  at  any  time 
exceed  or  fall  below  the  amounts  estimated, 
respectively,  therefor  in  the  budget  for  such 
year,  the  amounts  transferred  or  to  be  trans¬ 
ferred  therefrom  to  this  appropriation  and 
the  amount  which  may  be  expended  for  per¬ 
sonal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
shall  be  increased  or  decreased  in  such 
amounts  as  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of 
the  Budget,  after  a  hearing  thereon  with 
representatives  of  the  Department,  shall  de¬ 
termine  are  appropriate  to  the  requirements 
as  changed  by  such  reductions  or  increases 
in  such  appropriations  or  authorizations: 
Provided  further,  That  when  and  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  that  in  the  judgment  of  the  Secretary 
agricultural  exhibits  and  motion  and  sound 
pictures  relating  to  the  authorized  programs 
of  the  various  agencies  of  the  Department 
can  be  more  advantageously  prepared,  dis¬ 
played,  or  distributed  by  the  Office  of  In¬ 
formation,  as  the  central  agency  of  the  De¬ 
partment  therefor,  additional  funds  not  ex¬ 
ceeding  $300,000  for  these  purposes  may  be 
transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  this  ap¬ 
propriation,  from  the  funds  applicable,  and 
shall  be  available  for  the  objects  specified 
herein,  including  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia:  Provided  further. 
That  in  the  preparation  of  motion  pictures 
or  exhibits  by  the  Department,  not  exceed¬ 
ing  a  total  of  $10,000  may  be  used  for  em¬ 
ployment  pursuant  to  the  second  sentence 
of  section  706  (a)  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  Organic  Act  of  1944  (5  U.  S.  C. 
574) .  said  act  being  elsewhere  herein  referred 
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to  as  the  Organic  Act  of  1944,  as  amended 
by  section  15  of  the  act  of  August  2,  1946 
(5  U.  S.  C.  55a) :  Provided  further,  That  no 
part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  used  for 
the  establishment  or  maintenance  of  re¬ 
gional  or  State  field  offices  or  for  the  com' 
pensation  of  employees  in  such  offices  except 
that  not  to  exceed  $10,000  may  be  used  to 
maintain  the  San  Francisco  radio  office. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last  word, 
and  ask  unanimous  consent  to  proceed 
out  of  order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  may  I  ask  the  distinguished  chair¬ 
man  of  the  committee,  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dirksen]  a  question 
with  reference  to  page  20  of  the  report, 
which  the  committee  has  had  printed 
with  reference  to  this  bill.  It  has  to  do 
v/ith  the  location  of  experiment  stations 
in  forestry  work.  This  bill  provides  an 
appropriation  of  $260,000  to  be  expended 
for  the  construction  of  eight  different 
stations.  One  of  these  is  to  be  located 
in  Ohio.  The  gentleman  will  recall  that 
when  I  appeared  before,  his  committee 
I  stressed  the  importance  of  locating  one 
of  these  stations  in  Ohio.  For  years  I 
have  been  appearing  before  this  com¬ 
mittee  almost  annually,  trying  to  impress 
the  committee  with  the  importance  and 
the  necessity  of  locating  one  of  these 
experiment  stations  in  that  part  of  Ohio 
in  which  the  Federal  Government  has 
established  a  national,  forest  known  as 
the  Wayne  Natural  Forest.  In  this  sec¬ 
tion  the  State  of  Ohio  has  one  of  the 
most  beautiful  forests  in  the  whole  coun¬ 
try.  When  I  appeared  before  the  gen¬ 
tleman’s  committee  a  short  time  ago  I 
tried  to  impress  the  committee  with  the 
importance  of  locating  this  station  not 
far  from  the  city  of  Athens,  Ohio,  in 
which  is  located  the  Ohio  University.  My 
idea-  was  that  this  great  university  might 
use  this  station  in  connection  with  its 
work  in  teaching  forestry  and  kindred 
subjects.'  And  in  turn,  the  experiment 
station  might  find  it  convenient  and  ad¬ 
vantageous  to  use  some  of  the  facilities 
offered  by  the  university.  May  I  ask  the 
gentleman  if  it  is  not  true  that  these 
facts  as  I  have  here  stated  them  were 
the  most  important  factor  in  the  de¬ 
termination  of  the  location  of  this  plant? 
In  other  words,  did  not  the  committee 
have  definitely  in  its  mind  the  location 
of  the  Ohio  station  near  Athens,  Ohio? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  may  say  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Ohio  that  it  was  the  specific 
intent  of  the  committee  that  the  money 
here  provided  for  eight  forestry  centers 
was  to  include  one  in  Ohio  near  the  uni¬ 
versity  at  Athens,  Ohio. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  I  thank  the 
gentleman. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

For  payments  to  the  States,  Hawaii,  Alaska, 
and  Puerto  Rico,  for  cooperative  agricul¬ 
tural  extension  work  as  follows: 

Capper-Ketcham,  Bankhead-Jones,  and  re¬ 
lated  Acts:  Capper-Ketcham  Act,  the  act  ap¬ 
proved  May  22,  1928  (7  U.  S.  C.  343a,  343b), 
$1,480,000;  Bankhead-Jones  Act,  section  21, 
title  II,  of  the  act  approved  June  29,  1935  (7 
U.  S.  C.  343c),  $12,000,000;  Bankhead-Jones 
Act,  section  23,  title  II,  of  the  act  approved 


June  29,  1935,  as  amended  by  the  act  of  June 
6,  1945  (7  U.  S.  C.  343d-l) ,  $8,500,000;  addi¬ 
tional  extension  work,  the  act  approved  April 
24,  1939,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  343c-l), 
$555,000;  Alaska,  the  act  approved  February 
23,  1929  (7  U.  S.  C.  386c),  extending  the 
benefits  of  the  Smith-Lever  Act  to  the  Ter¬ 
ritory  of  Alaska,  $13,950,  and  section  3  of  the 
act  approved  June  20,  1936  (7  U.  S.  C.  343e) , 
extending  the  benefits  of  the  Capper- 
Ketcham  Act  to  the  Territory  of  Alaska, 
$10,000,  in  all,  for  Alaska,  $23,950;  Puerto 
Rico,  the  act  approved  August  28,  1937  (7 
U.  S.  C.  343f-343g) ,  extending  the  benefits 
of  section  21  of  the  Bankhead-Jones  Act  to 
Puerto  Rico,  $408,000;  in  all,  Capper- 
Ketcham,  Bankhead-Jones,  and  related  Acts, 
$22,966,950. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  H.  Carl  Ander¬ 
sen:  On  page  14,  line  1,  strike  out  “$8,500,000” 
and  insert  “$10,500,000.” 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  offer  this  amendment  because  of 
the  splendid  record  of  achievement  of 
our  Extension  Service.  For  34  years  the 
Extension  Service  has  been  operating  as 
a  partnership  enterprise  in  education. 
The  three  partners  in  this  Service  are  the 
Department  of  Agriculture,  the  land- 
grant  colleges,  and  the  farmers  of  our 
various  counties.  Extension  is  a  cooper¬ 
ative  service  and  its  budget  is*  about  even¬ 
ly  provided  by  the  Federal  Government 
on  the  one  hand  and  from  States  and 
counties  on  the  other. 

Through  this  organization  our  county 
agents  and  home  demonstration  agents 
bring  to  the  6,000,000  farm  homes  in 
America  the  best  information  available 
for  operation  of  our  farms  and  develop¬ 
ment  of  our  farm  homes. 

Mr.  Chairman,  for  30  years  I  have  had 
the  privilege  of  membership  in  the  farm 
bureau  and  have  watched  our  Extension 
Service  bring  to  farm  boys  and  girls  a 
greater  interest  in  remaining  upon  the 
farms.  These  young  people  today  are  the 
new  generation  of  farmers,  of  America 
and  are  fast  becoming  recognized  as 
leaders  in  agriculture. 

Today  we  have  about  1,800,000  boys 
and  girls  in  4-H  Clubs.  I  commented  to 
Mr.  Wilson,  head  of  Extension  Service, 
that  if  we  could  bring  the  influence  of 
these  clubs  into  the  large  population 
areas,  we  would  have  considerably  less 
juvenile  delinquency  today. 

Mr.  Chairman,  in  1945  Congress  al¬ 
most  unanimously  passed  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  Bankhead-Jones  Act  which 
provided  for  further  development  of  our 
Extension  Service  with  three  successive 
installments  to  be  matched  by  the  States. 
The  total  amount  when  it  matured  was 
to  be  $12,500,000.  We  have  provided  for 
the  first  two  installments  totaling  $8,- 
500,000.  There  is  still  due  $4,000,000  of 
the  authorization  in  the  act  of  1945. 
That  increase  has  not  been  requested  by 
the  administration  in  its  budget. 

My  amendment  will  give  to  Extension 
an  additional  $2,000,000,  above  the  $8,- 
500,000  now  implementing  the  1945  act. 
With  this  $2,000,000  further  development 
of  Extension  Service  can  be  provided, 
such  as  technical  and  educational  assist¬ 
ance  to  farm  families,  improving  their 
standards  of  living,  and  developing  and 
planning  better  farm  homes.  We  can  do 


further  work  with  4-H  Clubs  and  assist 
the  farm  wife  in  a  better  program  of 
canning,  food  preservation,  and  nutri¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  Chairman,  we  still  have,  for  exam¬ 
ple,  800  counties  that  do  not  have  home- 
demonstration  agents.  Our  county 
agents  made  a  splendid  record  of 
achievement  during  the  war,  and  they 
are  entitled  to  our  thanks  for  their  good 
work. 

Extension  is  a  great  cooperative  serv¬ 
ice,  and  I  personally  feel  that  we  should 
help  to  push  this  fine  work  into  each  and 
every  nook  and  corner  in  our  Nation. 
Let  us  give  an  additional  $2,000,000  this 
year  and  help  the  girls  and  boys  on  the 
farms  to  become  the  outstanding  citizens 
of  our  Nation  in  future  years.  This  will 
be  money  very  well  spent. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  sincerely  hope  that 
this  amendment  will  be  agreed  to.  If  it 
were  not  in  such  a  worthy  cause  I  would 
not  suggest  this  increase  over  the  budget. 
We  are  soon  sending  thousands  of  mil¬ 
lions  of  dollars  abroad  under  the  Mar¬ 
shall  plan  to  help  European  recovery  and 
to  keep  western  Europe  out  of  the  hands 
of  Communists.  These  few  millions  al¬ 
located  to  Extension  Service  will  do  much 
to  continue  our  country  as  the  kind  of 
a  nation  in  which  communism  can  never 
obtain  a  foothold. 

(Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  revise  and  ex¬ 
tend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  Tennessee.  Mr. 
Chairman,  it  is  an  honor  to  speak  in  this 
Congress  in  behalf  of  the  farmer.  I 
want  to  congratulate  the  Appropriations 
Committee  which  has  so  ably  handled 
the  Agriculture  Appropriation  bill  under 
the  leadership  of  the  very  able  gentle¬ 
man  from  Illinois,  Hon.  Everett  Dirk¬ 
sen. 

The  proposed  amendment  to  add  $2,- 
000,000  to  the  appropriation  bill  for  ex¬ 
tension  service  is  worthy  of  our  consid¬ 
eration  and  support.  The  Farm  Bureau 
has  expressed  great  interest  in  increasing 
the  extension  service  appropriation. 
The  Farm  Bureau  has  "Bflered  consider¬ 
able  evidence  and  facts  upon  which  we 
may  guide  our  legislative  action,  not  only 
on  this  bill,  but  other  worthy  farm  legis¬ 
lation.  I  favor  the  extension  work  be¬ 
cause  I  am  familiar  with  the  fine  pro¬ 
gram  which  it  offers  to  the  boys  and  girls 
on  our  farms  throughout  the  country. 
Under  this  program  young  men  and 
women  are  instructed  in  the  latest  and 
most  improved  methods  of  farming  and 
marketing.  These  4-H  Clubs,  Home 
Demonstration  Agents  and  County 
Agents  work  together,  thereby  giving  the 
young  men  and  women  an  opportunity 
to  learn  something  about  agriculture, 
and  to  improve  farm  life  in  America. 

I  think  the  Congress  adopted  a  wise 
and  far-seeing  policy  when  we  enacted 
the  institutional  on-the-farm  training 
as  a  part  of  the  training  program  under 
the  GI  bill  of  rights.  I  am  for  that  pro¬ 
gram  because  I  know  what  it  will  do  for 
our  farm  boys.  The  returned  veterans 
have  an  opportunity  to  learn  scientific 
farming,  how  to  improve  crop  yield,  how 
to  select  the  best  kinds  of  seeds,  how  to 
erect  suitable  buildings  on  the  farms,  all 
of  which  are  essential  to  the  continued 
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improvement  of  the  rural  and  farm  life 
in  America. 

The  farmers  of  America  have  never 
failed  us  in  war  or  in  peace.  We  cannot 
and  must  not  fail  them  now.  The  tillers 
of  the  soil  are  the  most  valuable  citizens 
of  this  Republic.  They  are  independent 
and  employ  every  member  of  the  family 
on  their  own  earth,  thus  assuming  an 
employment  burden  which  would  fall 
upon  industry.  The  farmer  as  an  in¬ 
dividual  is  a  self-reliant  and  dependable 
citizen  who  lives  within  his  income,  and 
does  not  buy  anything  until  he  can  pay 
for  it  in  cash  or  farm-grown  commodi¬ 
ties.  From  the  culture  of  the  earth  he 
wrings  from  the  stubborn  soil  the  food 
which  feeds  us.  His  crops  and  cattle 
replenish  the  breadbasket  in  every  home. 
The  farmer  has  faith  that  the  good 
fortune  of  sunshine  and  seasons  will  pro¬ 
duce  a  bountiful  crop,  and  with  his  trust 
in  God  he  labors  long  hours  from  before 
daylight  until  late  at  night.  If  history 
has  taught  us  anything,  we  are  now 
aware  of  the  great  national  importance 
of  agriculture. 

Our  farmers  did  a  wonderful  job  to¬ 
ward  winning  the  war.  “Food  will  Win 
the  War,”  was  heard  everywhere.  Our 
Government  encouraged  farmers  to 
produce  more,  to  work  longer  hours,  to 
increase  their  acreage,  to  produce  more 
hogs,  more  grain,  more  beef,  and  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  not  only  this  country  but  for 
the  armies  and  civilian  population  of 
many  countries  throughout  the  world. 
The  farmers  responded  to  that  all- 
important  job  and  made  an  outstanding 
contribution  to  American  and  Allied 
victories.  Not  only  did  the  farmers 
produce  food  but  in  addition  thereto  they 
furnished  millions  of  men  to  work  in 
industry  and  to  wear  the  uniform  to 
make  victory  certain.  We  may  well 
stand  up  and  say,  “Well  done  they  good 
and  faithful  servant.” 

Agriculture  is  the  backbone  of  Amer¬ 
ica.  We  have  seen  great  improvement  in 
farm  life.  Electricity  has  shifted  many 
of  the  burdens  and  much  of  the  drudgery 
from  the  backs  of  men  and  women  to 
electrical  appliances  driven  by  electric¬ 
ity.  Many  farm  homes  have  not  been 
able  to  get  electricity  due  to  the  lack  of 
materials.  No  transformers  or  necessary 
wire  could  be  procured  during  the  criti¬ 
cal  war  days.  The  committee  has  report¬ 
ed  out  $400,000,000  for  the  advancement 
of  rural  electrification.  This  program 
will  place  lights  in  the  farm  home,  fur¬ 
nish  power  for  farm  machinery,  bring  to 
the  farm  home  many  modern  conven¬ 
iences  which  the  farmer  and  his  family 
have  not  had  the  opportunity  to  enjoy  on 
a  large  scale.  I  hope  to  see  the  time  come 
when  a  good  road  will  reach  every  farm¬ 
er’s  home,  and  when  electricity  can  be 
extended  to  him,  and  when  he  can  re¬ 
ceive  his  daily  mail.  These  improve¬ 
ments  will  help  to  better  our  farm  life 
and  will  attract  thousands  of  young  men 
to  live  on  farms,  who  may  otherwise 
move  to  the  big  cities,  which  already 
have  problems  of  housing,  and  in  many 
cases  overpopulation  in  view  of  job  op¬ 
portunities. 

The  farmer  has  been  accused  of  being 
responsible  for  the  high  cost  of  living. 
This  is  an  unfair  charge  launched  at  the 
farmer,  who  receives  only  a  small  part 


of  the  price  of  a  product  bought  by  the 
consumer.  The  farmer  is  entitled  to  a 
little  more  than  the  cost  of  production  if 
he  is  to  make  a  profit  on  his  toil  and  labor. 

1  hope  the  day  never  comes  when  we  will 
again  have  30-cent  wheat,  6-cent  eggs, 
5-cent  cotton,  $2  per  hundred  hogs,  and 
4-cent  beef.  Unfortunately,  through¬ 
out  the  history  of  America,  farm  prices 
are  the  first  to  fall.  When  this  great 
pillar  of  our  economy  is  weakened  our 
entire  economic  structure  suffers.  While 
the  farmers  have  been  making  advance¬ 
ment  in  research  and  in  production,  they 
are  faced  with  difficult  problems  of  high 
prices  for  farm  machinery,  clothing,  and 
education  for  their  children.  The  farmer 
is  faced  with  big  taxes,  big  Government, 
big  plans,  and  big  bureaus  which  cost 
money.  The  farmer  is  not  responsible 
for  the  giving  of  billions  of  American 
dollars  to  foreign  nations.  Let  us  take 
a  look  at  the  true  picture.  The  farmer 
gets  on  an  average  2.4  cents  out  of  the 
12  cents  the  consumer  pays  for  a  loaf  of 
bread.  Out  of  this  2.4  cents  the  farmer 
pays  for  labor,  seeds,  and  marketing. 
He  is  constantly  faced  with  building 
fences,  and  making  replacements,  and 
repairs.  He  is  constantly  faced  with  the 
question  of  soil  depletion  for  which  he 
must  purchase  fertilizer.  In  recent  years, 
our  farmers  have  reclaimed  a  consider¬ 
able  amount  of  land.  It  is  good  national 
policy  to  preserve  and  nourish  our  soil 
against  erosion.  It  is  wise  to  preserve 
the  fertility  of  land.  Great  demands 
have  been  made  for  larger  and  higher 
production,  and  at  the  same  time  val¬ 
uable  farm  machinery  has  been  denied 
our  farmers.  Much  of  this  machinery 
has  been  shipped  to  foreign  countries 
where  it  is  left  to  rust  away.  In  many 
instances  the  machinery  is  not  adaptable 
to  the  soil  where  it  is  sent,  or  the  people 
have  not  been  trained,  and  do  not  know 
how  to  use  it.  Frequently  they  do  not 
have  the  spare  parts  to  make  the  repairs, 
and  in  other  cases,  no  gasoline  is  avail¬ 
able  to  operate  said  farm  machinery. 

In  addition  to  much  valuable  farm  ma¬ 
chinery,  there  has  been  considerable 
fertilizer  sent  out  of  this  country.  It  is 
about  time  that  we  give  the  farmer  the 
necessary  protection  to  insure  that  he 
can  purchase  needed  machinery  and  get 
the  fertilizer  to  perform  his  great  task 
on  the  farms  of  this  country,  and  there¬ 
by  continue  to  provide  food  for  the 
homes  throughout  this  land,  and  in  ad¬ 
dition  thereto,  assume  the  burden  of  pro¬ 
ducing  whatever  we  can  spare  for  the 
hungry  people  of  the  world. 

When  the  farmer  sells  a  steer  on  the 
Chicago  market  he  may  receive  in  the 
neighborhood  of  $25  per  hundred.  That 
seems  to  be  a  lot  of  money.  The  con¬ 
sumer  may  pay  from  70  to  85  cents  per 
pound,  or  for  a  beef  stew  he  may  pay 
65  cents  per  pound.  The  hide  may  be 
sold  by  the  packer  for  a  good  price.  It 
is  estimated,  however,  that  the  farmer 
gets  40  or  50  cents  out  of  the  dollar  that 
the  consumer  pays  for  the  finished  prod¬ 
uct.  Out  of  this  50  cents  the  farmer 
must  feed  the  steer  for  a  period  of  1  or 

2  years.  He  must  produce  the  corn  and 
grain  for  the  steer.  Then  he  must  pay 
for  marketing  and  transporting  the 
animal,  all  of  which  cost  money.  I  cite 
these  facts  in  order'that  we  might  be 


a  little  more  tender  in  our  judgment  upon 
our  farmer  friends  throughout  this 
country. 

The  bill  under  discussion  provides  for 
continued  research  and  experimentation 
in  the  field  of  agriculture.  The  farmers 
continue  to  increase  production.  Their 
standard  of  living  is  getting  better. 
Scientific  research  in  marketing  and  the 
development  of  hybrid  corn  and  other 
farm  and  garden  varieties,  have  im¬ 
proved  farm  life.  Cheap  fertilizer,  cheap 
electricity  and  available  transportation 
facilities  will  improve  farm  life.  Indus¬ 
try  spends  hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars 
annually  for  scientific  research.  Great 
laboratories  are  kept  going  24  hours  per 
day.  Modern  industrial  research  con¬ 
tinues.  In  the  great  laboratories  of  this 
country  among  the  test  tubes  we  see  the 
scientists  moving  cautiously  and  patiently 
in  search  of  new  methods  in  order  to 
meet  new  competition.  Today  we  have 
arrived  at  a  point  in  our  national  exist¬ 
ence  where  scientific  research  will  do 
for  agriculture  what  it  has  done  for  the 
great  industries  of  this  country.  Re¬ 
search  will  make  more  bushels  of  wheat 
grow,  provide  a  greater  production  of 
hay,  a  greater  production  of  milk  and 
butter;  beef,  grain,  and  hogs  can  be  pro¬ 
duced  by  modern  methods  discovered  by 
research.  We  must  not  forget,  however, 
that  on  the  farms  and  gardens  of  this 
country  under  the  noonday  sun  there  is 
much  toil  and  labor  connected  with  the 
great  and  noble  agricultural  pursuits  of 
this  country.  These  toiling  millions  are 
entitled  ta  fair  prices,  and  are  entitled 
to  parity  for  their  products.  It  becomes 
frequently  necessary  for  the  Government 
to  step  into  the  picture  and  give  actual 
assistance  to  aid  the  farmers  who  have 
a  surplus  of  fruit,  cattle,  poultry,  beans, 
perishable  goods,  tobacco,  and  other  farm 
commodities. 

At  this  point,  in  connection  with  the 
disposition  of  surplus  commodities,  we 
have  the  problem  of  the  school-lunch 
program.  This  program  is  b^ed  upon 
two  underlying  and  fundamental  factors. 
First,  it  furnishes  a  market  for  surplus 
commodities  and  fresh  vegetables  from 
the  farm.  Secondly,  this  program  is  a 
great  humanitarian  program.  I  have 
seen  it  in  action.  It  gives  health,  life, 
and  vitality  to  millions  of  bright-eyed 
boys  and  girls  in  our  school.  They  are 
the  future  citizens  of  this  Republic.  It 
is  a  good  investment.  This  bill  makes 
available  $65,000,000  for  the  national 
school-lunch  program.  It  is  commend¬ 
able  that  the  committee  has  recommend¬ 
ed  the  continuation  of  this  program  for 
the  boys  and  girls  of  America.  In  my 
opinion,  the  richest  possession  of  this 
country  is  found  in  the  children. 

We  have  wasted  away  much  valuable 
land.  In  early  days  our  forefathers 
moved  on  to  other  land.  The  public  do¬ 
main  of  free  land  is  all  but  exhausted. 
Soil  conservation,  flood  control,  and  the 
development  of  our  forests  have  become 
national  problems.  The  national  welfare 
and  national  health  is  interwoven  with 
the  well-being  of  the  agricultural  and 
rural  life  of  America. 

The  Appropriations  Committee  has 
brought  out  a  fine  bill  in  the  interest  of 
American  agriculture.  On  both  sides  of 
the  aisle  there  seems  to  be  satisfaction 
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with  the  appropriations  provided  for 
agriculture  in  the  present  H.  R.  5883. 
I  think  it  is  a  token  of  good  judgment 
and  fine  respect  for  our  farmers,  who 
have  been  very  gracious  and  kind  in  their 
provision  of  food  and  in  their  defense 
of  our  Constitution  and  the  way  of  life 
in  this  Republic.  It  is  a  feeling  of  gen¬ 
uine  pleasure  that  the  Congress  by  taking 
this  action  today  has  given  appropriate 
recognition  to  this  great  group  of  hard¬ 
working,  fine,  and  patriotic  citizens  who 
have  stood  firmly  in  defense  of  the  home 
life  of  this  country  on  every  occasion 
when  they  have  been  needed. 

Mr.  COTTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  shall  not  make  use  of 
the  entire  5  minutes  but  I  wish  to  say  a 
word  in  behalf  of  this  amendment  be¬ 
cause  I  believe  it  to  be  of  vital  importance 
to  the  State  which  I  represent. 

I  feel  we  should  all  be  grateful  to  the 
Subcommittee  on  Agriculture  of  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  for  the 
splendid  treatment  and  careful  con¬ 
sideration  they  have  given  to  the  in¬ 
terests  of  agriculture  in  the  bill  they  have 
brought  in.  However,  I  represent  in  this 
body  a  State  that  has  for  many  years 
been  fighting  a  losing  battle  in  agricul¬ 
ture  and  has  threatened  to  become  to 
some  extent  at  least  a  recreational  rather 
than  agricultural  State.  The  opening 
of  the  vast  area  of  the  West  and  the  rise 
of  agriculture  in  other  parts  of  the  coun¬ 
try  have  forced  the  farmers  in  New 
Hampshire  to  exert  desperate  efforts  to 
gain  a  livelihood  and  maintain  farm 
production. 

One  of  our  greatest  problems  has  been 
to  keep  our  young  people  within  our  State 
and  on  our  farms,  and  train  and  encour¬ 
age  them  to  mold  their  careers  at  home 
and  thus  build  and  preserve  our  State. 
In  the  past  we  have  been  bled  white  of 
cur  young  manhood  and  womanhood  to 
lay  the  foundations  of  the  great  com¬ 
monwealth  that  has  arisen  in  the  West. 
As  I  look  about  me  at  this  moment  I  see 
many  of  my  colleagues  whose  forebears 
came  from  New  Hampshire  and  New 
England. 

The  young  people’s  work  of  the  Exten¬ 
sion  Service,  especially  the  4-H  Clubs,  is 
in  my  opinion  the  very  heart  and  soul 
of  our  agricultural  program.  It  includes 
the  training  and  leadership  that  in  my 
State  and  many  others  will  help  us  keep 
our  young  people  on  the  farm.  Admin¬ 
istered  as  it  is  at  the  State  and  county 
level  with  Federal  assistance  it  is'worthy 
of  special  consideration.  Those  of  you 
who  do  not  like  straight-line  Federal 
agencies  must  admire  the  Extension 
Service.  Those  of  you  who  like  partici¬ 
pation  of  Federal  and  State  must  ap¬ 
preciate  the  fact  that  every  dollar  we 
put  in  from  the  Federal  Government  is 
matched  by  State  money. 

Let  me  repeat  in  closing  that  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  fund  makes  it  the  most  im¬ 
portant  part  of  the  entire  agricultural 
appropriation  bill  for  it  helps  save  the 
young  people  of  this  country  for  agricul- 
tuie.  I  appreciate  the  need  of  economy 
and  commend  the  committee  for  its 
effoits  in  that  direction.  I  understand 
that  we  may  not  expect  to  appropriate 
the  $4,000,000  contemplated  and  in  a 
sense  promised  by  the  Bankhead-Flan- 


nagan  Act,  but  I  hope  we  may  adopt  this 
amendment  of  $2,000,000. 

One  more  word,  there  are  those  among 
us  who  are  saying,  “Let  us  wait  and  see 
if  this  appropriation  will  not  be  adopted 
in  the  other  body.”  I  feel  very  strongly 
that  this  House  should  not  wait  for  that. 
Let  us  take  the  lead  in  providing  this 
amount  for  a  service  so  vital  to  agricul¬ 
ture. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
Cotton]  has  expired.  - 

Mr.  PACE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  two  words  and  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for 
three  additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Pace]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PACE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that,  including  the 
time  of  the  gentleman  from  Georgia,  all 
debate  on  this  amendment  and  all 
amendments  thereto  close  in  23  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  Dikksen]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PACE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  it 
is  necessary  that  some  more  specific  ex¬ 
planation  be  made  of  this  amendment. 
In  1945  there  came  before  the  House 
Committee  on  Agriculture  groups  of 
farm  women,  farmers,  and  the  boys  and 
girls  who  live  on  the  farm,  showing  the 
need  for  additional  services  on  the  farms, 
particularly  in  the  4-H  Club  work.  I 
am  sure  every  member  of  the  House 
Committee  on  Agriculture  will  recall 
that  it  was  one  of  the  most  convincing 
demonstrations  that  has  ever  been 
given  to  our  committee.  We  reported 
the  legislation  unanimously.  Its  author 
was  the  distinguished  gentleman  from 
Virginia,  Mr.  Flannagan,  who  was  then 
chairman  of  the  committee.  The  prin¬ 
cipal  purpose  was  to  authorize  additional 
funds  for  the  Extension  Service  for  use 
in  4-H  Club  work.  There  cannot  be 
anything  which  contributes  any  more  to 
the  building  of  the  Nation  than  the  edu¬ 
cation  and  training  of  these  farm  girls 
and  farm  boys. 

We  provided  that  $4,500,000  should  be 
available  for  the  first  year,  then  $8,- 
500,000  for  the  second  year,  and  then 
$12,500,000  for  the '  third  and  future 
years.  The  Congress  in  its  wisdom  has 
heretofore  provided  $8,500,000.  The . 
committee  has  not  recommended  the  ad¬ 
ditional  $4,000,000. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield’ 

Mr.  PACE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  The  Budg¬ 
et  Bureau,  of  course,  has  not  requested 

it/a 

Mr.  PACE.  That  is  correct  but  let  us 
not  be  too  much  influenced  by  this 
budget  business.  The  fact  is  that  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  asked  for  the 
additional  $4,000,000.  One  of  the  great 
farm  organizations,  the  American  Farm 
Bureau,  is  asking  the  House  to  appro¬ 
priate  the  additional  $4,000,000.  The 


budget  did  knock  the  $4,000,000  out  and 
in  this  instance  the  committee  has  gone 
along  with  the  budget,  but  the  commit¬ 
tee  in  its  wisdom,  in  which  I  am  in  full 
accord,  increased  a  number  of  items  over 
and  above  the  budget;  and  one  of  the 
most  significant  instances,  be  it  said  to 
their  everlasting  credit,  was  the  addition 
of  $100,000,000  above  the  budget-  recom¬ 
mendation  for  rural  electrification.  I 
am  proud  that  they  did.  J  am  proud  of 
and  appreciate  the  active  and  effective 
efforts  of  the  gentlemen  from  Minne¬ 
sota  [Mr.  H.  Carl  Andersen]  in  securing 
this  increase.  He  is  entitled  to  the  thanks 
of  the  farmers  in  every  part  of  this  Na¬ 
tion  for  this  action.  So  the  mere  fact 
that  the  budget  decided  to  cut  this 
$4,000,000  is  not  of  itself,  I  am  sure  my 
distinguished  friend  will  agree,  all¬ 
persuasive. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  I  agree 
with  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  PACE.  Why,  of  course,  and  I  also 
want  to  thank  the  gentleman  for  offer¬ 
ing  this  amendment.  The  boys  and  girls 
on  the  farms  will  thank  him. 

Mr.  JENNINGS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PACE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JENNINGS.  I  just  want  to  say 
in  support  of  the  attitude  that  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Representative  from  Georgia 
is  now  taking — and  he  is  always  in  the 
forefront  in  looking  after  the  interests 
of  agriculture  all  over  this  country— 
that  I  am  in  sympathy  with  the  position 
he  takes. 

These  boys  and  girls  in  the  4-H  Clubs 
are  doing  a  magnificent  job.  They  are 
making  a  very  definite  and  material  con¬ 
tribution  not  only  to  the  food  supply  of 
the  country  but  also  they  are  learning 
how  to  produce  livestock  economically! 
When  it  reaches  the  market  it  means  a 
big  cash  return  to  the  boys  and  girls  and 
is  a  contribution  to  the  food  supply  of  the 
country. 

Mr.  PACE.  I  thank  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  Tennessee.  He  displays 
a  keen  knowledge  of  the  significance  of 
this  appropriation. 

Let  me  repeat,  there  has  never  been  a 
bill  reported  to  the  House  with  more  en¬ 
thusiastic  support  than  the  authoriza¬ 
tion  for  this  appropriation  in  1945. 
There  has  not  been  one  scintilla  of  evi¬ 
dence  that  the  need  today  is  not  even 
more  critical  than  it  was  in  1945.  Your 
Committee  on  Agriculture  submitted  the 
bill  to  the  House,  and  I  am  not  sure  about 
this  but  I  think  it  was  passed  by  the 
House  unanimously.  Does  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  California  recall  as  to  that? 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  I  think 
it  was. 

Mr.  PACE.  Mr.  Chairman,  we  have 
here  a  bill  requested  by  the  farmers  of 
the  Nation,  a  bill  requested  by  one  of  the 
finest  groups  of  boys  and  girls  who  ever 
appeared  before  any  committee.  All  of 
the  members  will  recall  that.  We  have 
here  a  request  for  an  appropriation  that 
the  Members  of  the  House  have  re¬ 
quested,  one  that  is  urgently  needed;  yet 
in  the  consideration  which  we  are  re¬ 
quired  to  give  this  matter  today  we  are 
asking  only  one-half  of  the  $4,000,000,  or 
$2,000,000,  being  confident  that  the 
United  States  Senate  will  add  the  other 
$2,000,000. 
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I  hope  the  time  may  come  soon  when 
those  of  us  in  the  House  who  have  some 
interest  in  the  welfare  of  the  farmers 
will  be  permitted  to  appropriate  for  them 
and  will  not  be  put  in  the  attitude  before 
the  farmers  of  this  Nation  that  “We  will 
give  you  50  cents  on  the  dollar,  that  is  all 
we  can  do,  but  we  know  that  the  United 
States  Senate  will  give  you  the  other  50 
percent.” 

All  of  you  remember  what  happened 
last  year.  You  cut  this  bill  all  to  pieces, 
contrary  to  the  wishes  of  many  of  us, 
and  saw  the  United  States  Senate  build 
it  right  back  up  again. 

I  hope  this  amendment  will  be  adopted. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
Murray]. 

(Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin  asked 
and  was  given  permission  to  revise  and 
extend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  know  there  is  much  to  be 
said  about  this  amendment.  This  is  per¬ 
haps  the  most  important  part  of  our  ex¬ 
tension  work.  When  you  realize  that  the 
rural  people  of  this  country  raise  nearly 
50  percent  of  the  children,  though  they 
constitute  in  population  about  25  per¬ 
cent  of  the  people,  when  you  realize  those 
country  children  do  not  have  the  oppor¬ 
tunities  that  many  of  the  city  children 
of  the  Nation  have,  then  we  begin  to  ap¬ 
preciate  what  this  boys’  and  girls’  club 
work  really  means. 

I  wish  to  compliment  the  gentleman 
from  Minnesota  [Mr.  H.  Carl  Andersen] 
for  introducing  this  amendment.  The 
history  of  Congress  will  show  that  all 
during  the  years  he  has  been  a  Member, 
he  has  been  one  of  the  foremost  men  in 
advocating  legislation  for  the  benefit  of 
American  agriculture.  Now,  we  are  led 
to  believe  that  the  budget  is  something 
rather  holy.  I  hope  that  none  of  us  will 
be  misled  by  our  distinguished  colleague 
from  the  great  State  of  Illinois,  who  I 
presume  will  have  to  oppose  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota.  I  wish  you  would  listen  to 
the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dirk- 
sen],  but  I  hope  you  do  not  pay  too  much 
attention  to  his  argument. 

Mi'.  HOEVEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  HOEVEN.  I  want  to  concur  in 
everything  that  has  been  said  with  ref¬ 
erence  to  the  splendid  work  being  done 
by  the  4-H  Clubs  in  America.  When 
these  young  people  appeared  before  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture  in  1845  they 
made  a  lasting  impression  on  me.  After 
all,  they  are  the  future  farmers  of  Amer¬ 
ica,  and  although  I  regret  very  much 
that  the  $4,000,000  item  is  not  in  the  bill, 
I  shall  wholeheartedly  support  the  An¬ 
dersen  amendment. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  I,  too,  want  to  concur 
in  what  has  been  said.  The  gentleman 
who  just  preceded  me  has  expressed  my 
views  exactly. ,  In  my  humble  opinion 
these  4-H  Clubs  have  done  more  to  raise 
the  standard  of  living  for  the  American 
farmers  than  any  other  organization  in 


the  history  of  our  country,  and  I  there¬ 
fore  hope  that  this  extra  amount  will  be 
appropriated. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Being  on  this  com¬ 
mittee,  I  asked  Dr.  Wilson  to  give  us  tes¬ 
timony  with  regard  to  this  matter.  How¬ 
ever,  the  Budget  Bureau  having  turned 
it  down  he  could  not  testify  about  it. 
I  would  like  to  call  attention  to  the  fact 
this  bill  carries  many,  many  millions  of 
dollars  for  soil-conservation  work. 
Doubtlessly,  if  in  years  past  we  had  given 
the  kind  of  work  that  this  amendment 
would  provide  to  the  school  boys  and  girls 
of  this  country  we  might  today  be  called 
on  to  appropriate  a  whole  lot  less  in  an 
effort  to  reclaim  the  depleted  soils  of  this 
Nation. 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  I  agree 
with  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi,  and 
I  thank  him  very  kindly  for  his  contri¬ 
bution.  This  is  the  most  important  part 
of  conservation. 

Mr.  LEMKE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  North  Dakota. 

Mr.  LEMKE.  The  gentleman  was  a 
member  of  the  Extension  Service  for 
some  time  in  the  State  of  Wisconsin,  was 
he  not? 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  Yes,  but 
I  would  not  care  to  bring  that  up  if  it 
will  harm  the  amendment., 

Mr.  LEMKE.  Well,  I  want  to  give  the 
gentleman  credit  for  it  while  he  is  talk¬ 
ing  on  the  subject.  I  shall  wholeheart¬ 
edly  support  the  amendment,  because  I 
think  it  is  a  wealth-creating  project. 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  I  thank 
the  gentleman  from  North  Dakota  for  his 
kind  remarks. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  I  believe 
that  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  has 
stated  that  if  we  can  afford  to  send  $17,- 
000,000,000  abroad  in  one  bill,  we  can 
put  on  an  additional  $2,000,000  here  for 
the  sake  of  helping  out  the  farm  boys 
and  girls  of  America. 

Mr.  JENNINGS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  JENNINGS.  I  can  remember 
when  I  was  a  boy  they  had  a  song  they 
sang  that  I  would  rather  be  in  jail  with 
nobody  to  go  my  bail  than  to  spend  1 
minute  down  on  the  farm.  The  way  to 
get  away  from  that,  I  say,  is  to  make  it 
interesting  for  these  boys  who  are  on  the 
farm  to  remain.  There  were  boys,  when 
I  was  growing  up,  whose  daddy  gave  them 
a  bull  calf,  and  it  was  theirs  until  it  got 
to  be  a  steer,  and  then  it  belonged  to 
their  daddy.  With  these  4-H  Clubs  the 
boy  owns  the  calf  until  it  becomes  a 
steer,  and  then  he  gets  two  or  three  hun¬ 
dred  dollars  for  it.  I  want  to  say  in 
conclusion  that  the  finest  crop,  the  most 
valuable  crop  now  growing  to  manhood 
and  womanhood  in  this  country  are  the 
boys  and  the  girls  who  cluster  around 
the  hearthstone  of  the  farm  home. 


Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  I  thank 
the  gentleman  from  Tennessee. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin  has  expired. 

(Mr.  COTTON  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unan¬ 
imous  consent  to  extend  my  remarks  at 
this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Colorado? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  Bank- 
head-Flannagan  authorization  contem¬ 
plated  supplemental  appropriations  pri¬ 
marily  for  the  purpose  of  employing 
county  agricultural  agents,  county  home- 
demonstration  agents,  county  4-H  Club 
agents,  and  assistant  agents  in  these 
categories  in  counties  not  having  these 
services,  and  to  provide  additional  work¬ 
ers  as  needed  insofar  as  funds  would 
permit. 

An  appropriation  to  cover  the  first 
increment  was  made  for  the  fiscal  year 
July  1,  1945,  to  June  30,  1946;  and  for 
the  second  increment  for  the  fiscal  year 
July  1,  1946,  to  June  30,  1947.  An  ap¬ 
propriation  was  not  made  as  author¬ 
ized  for  the  third  increment  for  the  fis¬ 
cal  year  July  1,  1947,  to  June  30,  1948. 
The  Association  of  Land-Grant  Colleges 
and  Universities  renewed  its  request  for 
the  inclusion  of  this  item  in  the  appro¬ 
priation  to  be  made  for  the  fiscal  year 
July  1,  1948,  to  June  30,  1949. 

Colorado’s  allotment  from  the  appro¬ 
priation  made  for  the  first  increment 
under  the  Bankhead-Flannagan  Act  was 
$69,229.50,  and  for  the  second  increment 
$109,541.44.  Our  allotment  under  the 
third  increment,  had  the  appropriation 
been  made,  would  have  been  $141,853.37. 

All  county  agricultural  agents,  county 
home-demonstration  agents,  and  county 
4-H  Club  agents  in  Colorado  are  em¬ 
ployed  cooperatively  by  the  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture,  Colo¬ 
rado  A.  &  M.  College,  and  boards  of  coun¬ 
ty  commissioners.  Salaries,  for  the  most 
part,  are  paid  from  funds  appropriated 
by  Congress  and  the  State  legislature.  A 
minimum  of  $600  per  annum  is  provided 
by  boards  of  county  commissioners  to 
apply  on  the  salaries  of  county  agricul¬ 
tural  agents,  and  $200  per  annum  to  ap¬ 
ply  on  the  salaries  of  county  home-dem¬ 
onstration  agents,  county  4-H  Club 
agents,  and  assistants  in  each  category. 
All  travel  and  other  expense,  including 
office  space,  equipment,  clerical  and 
stenographic  assistance,  and  so  forth,  is 
defrayed  from  appropriations  made  by 
boards  of  county  commissioners. 

Funds  included  in  our  budget  for  the 
current  fiscal  year  are  distributed  as 
iollows:  Congressional  appropriations, 
49  percent;  State  appropriations,  23  per¬ 
cent;  county  appropriations,  28  percent. 

For  all  county  agricultural  agents, 
county  home-demonstration  agents,  and 
county  4-H  Club  agents  now  employed, 
the  distribution  is  as  follows:  Federal 
and  State  funds,  55.5  percent;  county 
appropriations,  44.5  percent. 

Land-grant  colleges  and  universities 
have  for  many  years  been  at  a  disad¬ 
vantage  because  of  inadequacy  of  grant- 
in-aid  funds  for  the  purpose  of  rendering 
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the  services  expected  of  them  in  contrast 
with  many  Federal  agencies  for  whom 
appropriations  are  made  by  Congress  for 
salaries  and  expense  without  any  finan¬ 
cial  obligation  on  the  part  of  State  or 
county  governments.  Federal  agencies 
engaged  in  related  activities  and  sup¬ 
ported  exclusively  by  congressional  ap¬ 
propriations  have  had  the  advantage  of 
a  much  higher  salary  schedule  for  their 
personnel  than  applies  generally  to  the 
Extension  Service  personnel  of  land- 
grant  colleges  and^  universities,  and  have 
also  had  the  advantage  of  salary  in¬ 
creases  greatly  in  excess  of  those  which 
have  been  possible  without  additional 
Federal  funds  having  been  made  avail¬ 
able  for  this  purpose. 

Since  Eankhead-Flannagan  funds  be¬ 
came  available  for  the  employment  of 
additional  personnel  on  July  1,  1945, 
contracts  with  Colorado  boards  of  county 
commissioners  for  personnel  not  previ¬ 
ously  employed  are  as  follows:  County 
agricultural  agents,  3;  county  home- 
demonstration  agents,  13;  county  4-H 
Club  agents,  14;  assistant  agents,  1;  total 
31.  This  additional  personnel  was  em- 


Funds  authorized  under  section  9  are  ap¬ 
propriated  to  the  States,  Puerto  Rico,  and 
Hawaii  as  grants-in-aid  for  expenditure  by 
the  agricultural  experiment  stations.  These 
funds  may  be  used  in  support  of  research 
within  the  broad  authorization  of  title  I, 
section  1,  on  a  wide  variety  of  problems  of 
primary  concern  to  the  agriculture  of  the 
States  and  Territories.  The  character  of  the 
work  is  determined  and  directed  by  the  agri¬ 
cultural  experiment  -stations.  Much  of  the 
work  is  conducted  in  cooperation  with  neigh¬ 
boring  States  and  with  research  bureaus  of 
the  Department  of  Agriculture.  All  projects 
undertaken  are  coordinated  in  advance  with 
a-  view  to  avoid  duplication  and  overlapping. 
Although  the  funds  did  not  become  available 
to  the  States  until  late  August,  the  experi¬ 
ment  stations  were  able  to  begin  work  on 
their  research  programs  at  once.  A  prelim¬ 
inary  survey  indicates  that  not  less  than  85 
percent  will  be  utilized  during  the  first  fiscal 
year.  This  rate  of  expenditure  is  normal  for 
that  part  of  the  year  for  which  funds  were 
available.  The  unexpended  portion  is  con¬ 
sidered  in  allocations  on  the  program 
planned  for  1949. 

For  convenience  in  cooperation  among  sta¬ 
tions,  the  directors  are  organized  in  four  re¬ 
gional  groups.  Thirty-six  fields  of  agricul¬ 
tural  research  have  been  chosen  that  are  of 
interest  to  several  or  all  States  in  one  or  more 
regions.  One  director  has  been  selected  in 
each  region  as  an  administrative  adviser  for 
each  field  of  work  that  is  of  regional  interest. 
He  sees  to  it  that  a  technical  committee  is 
organized  from  among  station  workers  com- 


ployed  on  the  assumption  that  the  third 
increment  would  be  forthcoming.  This 
is  the  first  time  that  Congress  has  en¬ 
acted  legislation  authorizing  an  addi¬ 
tional  appropriation  for  cooperative  ex¬ 
tension  work  in  agriculture  and  home 
economics  without  also  making  an  ap¬ 
propriation  to  cover  the  authorization. 

The  third  increment  authorized  under 
the  Bankhead-Flannagan  Act  would 
yield  $32,311.93  in  addition  to  that  which 
Colorado  now  has.  Should  this  be  forth¬ 
coming,  it  would  require  an  additional 
State  appropriation  of  approximately 
$90,000  per  annum  to  provide  the  per¬ 
sonnel  and  expense  incident  thereto,  in 
order  to  fulfill  our  obligations  under 
project  agreements  with  the  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture,  con¬ 
tracts  with  boards  of  county  commission¬ 
ers,  and  compliance  -with  requests  re¬ 
ceived  from  boards  of  county  commis¬ 
sioners  for  additional  personnel  but  for 
which  contracts  have  not  yet  been  ne¬ 
gotiated  pending  the  availability  of  addi¬ 
tional  Federal  and  State  funds. 

Many  other  States  undoubtedly  are  in 
the  same  predicament. 


petent  in  the  field  for  which  he  is  responsible. 
This  committee,  together  with  appropriate 
Federal  representatives,  spearheads  the  re¬ 
gional  program  under  which  are  coordinated 
both  State  and  cooperative  Federal  activities 
within  the  region. 

Section  9  funds  appropriated  for  the  fiscal 
year  1948  are  being  used  largely  in  support  of 
seven  major  research  fields.  These  are  (1) 
marketing  agricultural  products;  (2)  cotton 
investigations,  including  mechanization  and 
breeding;  (3)  foods  and  human  nutrition; 
(4)  the  introduction,  multiplication,  and  use 
of  new  plants  for  industrial  and  other  pur¬ 
poses;  (5)  improvement  of  farm  homes  and 
other  farm  buildings;  (6)  improvement 
through  breeding  of  -  livestock,  including 
poultry;  and  (7)  a  Nation-wide  study  of  New¬ 
castle  disease  in  poultry. 

Important  progress  already  has  been  made 
in  some  of  these  investigations.  For  example, 
in  marketing  of  Colorado  peaches  informa¬ 
tion  leading  to  improvement  of  quality  will 
be  put  into  practice  this  coming  season.  A 
report  on  a  study  of  farm  poultry  processing 
plants  in  New  York  has  been  published  as  a 
guide  in  the  construction  of  additional  plants 
by  farmers.  _ 

Findings  show  that  of  approximately  2,000,- 
000  eggs  going  to  hatcheries  in  the  Delmarva 
Peninsula  each  week  roughly  a  half  million 
fail  to  hatch.  Many  of  the  factors  involved 
have  been  under  study.  Results  will  be  pub¬ 
lished  in  a  few  weeks  as  an  aid  to  producers. 

A  study  of  the  occurrence  of  dental  caries 
now  in  progress  in  Oregon  has  revealed 
marked  differences  as  between  certain  coastal 
and  inland  counties. 
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Additional  results  will  appear  as  the  work 
progresses  in  all  areas  of  the  country. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  important  that 
sufficient  funds  for  this  work  be  appro¬ 
priated. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Montana  [Mr. 
D’EWart]. 

Mr.  D’EWART.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  is 
an  amendment  in  which  my  State  is  par¬ 
ticularly  concerned.  We  live  in  a  State 
of  wide  areas,  long  distances,  and  this 
activity  is  something  that  works  in  the 
rural  homes  and  the  rural  communities 
and  meets  with  conditions  there  more 
than  some  of  the  other  activities.  I  have 
known  of  the  work  of  the  county  agents 
and  the  Extension  Service  for  years. 
They  have  always  done  a  splendid  job. 
They  have  always  cooperated  with  the 
farm  people.  They  have  not  been  par¬ 
tisan.  I  think  it  is  one  of  the  agencies 
of  the  Federal  Government  that  has 
helped  to  hold  the  rural  youth  on  the 
farm  and  has  helped  to  build  our  country 
communities.  ‘ 

Mr.  ROCKWELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  D'EWART.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Colorado. 

Mr.  ROCKWELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
want  to  add  my  approval  to  this  amend¬ 
ment.  For  14  years  I  served  on  a  State 
board  of  agriculture  in  the  State  of  Colo¬ 
rado  and  observed  the  wonderful  work 
being  done  by  the  Extension  Service. 
I  think  they  need  this  money,  and  I  am 
very  happy  that  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota  has  offered  it. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  D’EWART.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  I  listened  to  the  re¬ 
marks  of  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee 
[Mr.  Jennings]  a  while  ago,  about  the 
old  song  of  the  boy  who  said  he  would 
rather  be  in  jail  than  to  spend  1  minute 
down  on  the  farm. 

Of  course,  that  was  back  in  the  old 
dark  days  before  we  began  our  rural- 
electrification  program.  Now,  these  boys 
and  girls,  instead  of  rushing  through 
school  to  get  away  from  home,  are  rush¬ 
ing  through  school  to  get  back  home. 
We  are  building  up  farm  life  in  America. 

Mr.  ANGELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  D’EWART.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Washington. 

Mr.  ANGELL.  I  want  to  commend  the 
gentleman  for  his  remarks  on  this  bill. 
Of  course,  I  plan  to  support  the  bill.  In 
our  State  of  Oregon  the  4-H  Clubs  are 
doing,  wonderful  work.  I'  doubt  if  there 
is  any  organization  in  the  country  that 
is  doing  more  for  the  young  people  on 
the  farm  than  the  4-H  Clubs.  I  think 
it  is  a  commendable  bill,  and  I  think 
we  should  add  the  $2,000,000  at  this  time. 

Mr.  D’EWART.  This  is  an  educational 
program  that  is  being  extended  in  the 
rural  communities  and  rural  homes,  at  a 
time  when  it  is  very  much  needed. 

(Mr.  D’EWART  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Cannon]. 
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•  Comparison  of  President’s  budget  and  House  bill  for  1949  Research  und  Marketing  Act 

funds 


Budget  item 

House  appropriation  item 

Title  and  section 

Amount 

Percent  of 
total 

Amount 

Percent  of  total 

Title  I: 

Sec.  9-. . - - - 

$5, 000, 000 

26.3 

$2,500,000 

Same  as  1948. 

Sec.  10a . . 

6, 000,  000 

31.6 

3, 000, 000 
1, 500, 000 

Do. 

Sec.  10b . . . 

3, 000, 000 

15.8 

Do. 

Title  II:  Full  sum . 

5, 000,  000 

26.3 

5, 000, 000 

Increased  for  1949. 

Total . . . . . - . 

19, 000, 000 

100.0 

12, 000, 000 
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Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  con¬ 
gratulate  the  gentleman  from  Minne¬ 
sota  on  offering  this  amendment.  It  is 
a  further  evidence  of  his  informed  in¬ 
terest  in  agriculture  and  of  his  good- 
business  common  sense.  I  do  regret, 
however,  that  he  compromised  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  of  asking  for  only  half  the  amount 
of  the  estimate,  half  that  really  should 
be  provided. 

This  is  the  third  increment.  We  have 
already  appropriated  the  first  two  in¬ 
crements  in  full.  Now  we  should  provide 
this  last  $4,000,000  to  complete  the  au¬ 
thorization.  But  I  am  always  willing  to 
take  a  half  a  loaf  when  I  cannot  get  the 
whole  loaf,  so  I  accept  the  gentleman’s 
amendment  for  $2,000,000  instead  of  $4,- 
000,000  we  should  have. 

This  is  the  most  popular  of  all  the  Fed¬ 
eral  farm  activities.  It  reaches  directly 
into  the  home.  It  touches  every  farm 
family  intimately.  I  remember  one  eve¬ 
ning  when  I  had  been  out  late  at  night 
on  a  speaking  engagement  and  I  drove  by 
to  see  my  own  farm  agent.  I  was 
ashamed  to  go  by  and  wake  him  up  at 
that  late  hour  of  the  night,  but  I  had 
been  having  some  trouble  with  my  hogs 
which  the  veterinarian  seemed  unable  to 
handle,  so  I  took  the  liberty  of  imposing 
on  him  and  getting  him  out  of  bed.  But 
when  I  got  there  his  wife  said  he  had  not 
come  in  yet,  that  he  was  attending  a 
meeting  of  farmers  over  on  the  other 
side  of  the  county  and  would  not  be  in 
until  about  midnight.  So  I  waited  for 
him,  and  he  did  not  come  in  until  after  1 
o’clock  in  the  morning.  He  had  been  in 
a  long  session  over  there  with  farmers 
helping  them  with  their  personal  prob¬ 
lems.  I  do  not  know  any  class  of  men 
who  have  shown  the  zeal  and  devotion  to 
duty  which  has  characterized  the  farm 
agents  it  has  been  my  good  fortune  to 
know  except  the  indefatigable  circuit 
riders  who  carried  the  gospel  to  the  coun¬ 
tryside  in  pioneer  days. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  provision  is  not 
only  for  the  benefit  of  the  farmer  but 
for  the  benefit  of  the  farm  wife  and  the 
farm  children  as  well.  Much  has  been 
said  of  the  importance'  of  the  4-H  Clubs. 
In  my  State  we  had  in  1944  only  17,831 
boys  and  girls  in  the  4-H  Club.  Thanks 
to  this  service  we  have  today  31,730.  But 
there  are  100,000  boys  and  girls  in  Mis¬ 
souri  who  should  be  enjoying  the  ad¬ 
vantages  of  the  4-H  Club  work  and  whom 
we  can  bring  into  the  4-H  Clubs  if  you 
will  make  this  money  available. 

Then  it  makes  it  possible  for  us  to  have 
a  home  agent,  a  trained  university 
woman,  who  counsels  and  assists  the 
women  of  the  family  on  domestic  prob¬ 
lems,  problems  of  health,  sanitation, 
nutrition,  better  clothing,  home  manage¬ 
ment,  home  improvement,  commu¬ 
nity  development,  and  the  thousand 
things  that  intimately  affect  the  home 
and  the  children.  Certainly  while  we 
are  appropriating  the  vast  sums  we  are 
providing  in  this  bill  for  every  other  pur¬ 
pose  we  can  supply  half  the  amount  of 
the  estimate  for  farm  homes. 

I  would  like  to  point  out  also  that  sub¬ 
stantial  progress  is  being  made  in  the 
State  of  Missouri,  for  example,  in  get¬ 
ting  practical  soil-conservation  practices 


applied  as  indicated 

by  the 

following 

comparisons  for  1937  and  1947 

*, 

Tons  limestone 

1937 

1947 

spread _ 

375,  037 

3, 186,  000 

Tons  fertilizer  used _ 

44,  026 

345,  196 

Number  farmers  us¬ 
ing  fertilizer _ 

26,  541 

149,  251 

Acres  contour  plant¬ 
ed _ _  _ 

77,  785 

824,  569 

Acres  terraced  (11- 
year  total  of  acres 
terraced,  469,789) 

32,  529 

58,  192 

Number  standard 

ponds  built  (11- 
year  total  standard 
ponds  built,  56,093) 

977 

7,  861 

Acres  green  manure 
plowed  under _ 

179,  437 

786,  084 

Acres  all  legumes  on 
farm  lands _ 3, 

083,  000 

12,  268,  750 

Percent  cultivated 

land  growing  leg¬ 
umes  (percent) _ 27.6  in  1939 
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Increased  personnel  will  make  it  pos¬ 
sible  to  go  ahead  much  faster  with  this 
work  as  well,  provided  we  are  also  able 
to  hold  present  trained  personnel  in  the 
counties.  Frankly,  our  salary  scale  pos¬ 
sible  under  present  finances  is  resulting 
in  a  steady  flow  of  capable  men  to  better¬ 
paying  positions,  even  though  most  pre¬ 
fer  extension  work. 

We  have  already  given  the  first  two 
increments,  we  have  made  the  first  two 
appropriations  in  full.  Let  us  finish  the 
job  and  make  this  contribution  to  the 
last  installment. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  Members 
may  be  permitted  to  revise  and  extend 
their  remarks  at  this  point  in  the  Record 
on  this  subject. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Mississippi? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
was  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Agri¬ 
culture-  which  reported  and  steered 
through  the  House  the  Bankhead- 
Flannagan  Act  which  authorized  an  ex¬ 
pansion  of  and  increased  appropriations 
for  the  Extension  Service.  The  primary 
purposes  of  the  act  were  to  improve  the 
general  standards  of  farm  life  and  expand 
4-H  Club  work  for  the  benefit  of 'rural 
youth.  The  Congress  placed  its  stamp 
of  approval  thereon  by  unanimous  vote. 

We  knew  then  as  we  do  now  that  in¬ 
creased  appropriations  would  be  neces¬ 
sary.  The  question  now  is.  Are  we 
simply  going  to  rest  upon  the  authoriza¬ 
tion  act  which  is  nothing  more  than  an 
approval  of  the  program,  or  shall  we 
implement  the  same  by  and  with  ade¬ 
quate  appropriations? 

In  the  last  12  years,  for  some  reason 
or  another,  between  six  and  seven  million 
people  have  left  the  farms  and  moved 
into  the  already  over-crowded  cities 
of  this  country.  I  believe  that  most  of 
them  left  because  other  fields  presented 
*  a  brighter  future  and  better  standards, 
of  living.  As  I  have  stated,  it  was  one 
of  the  objectives  of  the  act  to  improve 
the  standards  of  farm  life.  The  trek 
from  the  farm  to  the  cities  and  towns 
.  continues  at  an  alarming  rate.  Unless 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  which 
in  a  large  part  controls  the  destiny  of 
agriculture,  makes  every  effort  to  raise 


the  standards  and  attractions  of  farm 
life,  particularly  for  the  young  farm  boys 
and  girls,  then  American  agriculture 
could  and  might  degenerate  to  a  second 
rate  enterprise.  I  don’t  want  to  see  this 
country  become  a  mass  importer  of  farm 
products  as  are  many  nations  of  the 
earth  today.  But  it  can  happen.  And, 
it  will  happen  unless  we  who  are  in  posi¬ 
tion  to  improve  farm  standards  bend 
every  effort  to  do  so.  Dividends  will  be 
returned  manyfold. 

Many  witnesses  from  all  sections  of  the 
country  appeared  before  our  committee 
in  1945  in  support  of  this  legislation.  Of 
these,  the  most  enthusiastic,  the  most 
appealing,  and  the  most  impressive  was 
a  group  of  4-H  Club  boys  and  girls. 
This  was  more  or  less  their  bill.  It  was 
their  day  in  court,  one  of  the  few  days 
which  the  youth  of  our  land  have  had 
before  our  body.  They  offered  substan¬ 
tial  evidence  in  support  of  their  position 
and  won  an  easy  verdict  because  they 
were  right. 

Now  the  time  has  come  to  implement 
the  legislation.  Adoption  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota  [Mr.  H.  Carl  Andersen]  is  in¬ 
tended  to  do  just  that.  I  regret  that  the 
amendment  does  not  go  further  and  em¬ 
body  the  entire  increment  of  $4,000,000. 
More  than  likely  when  this  bill  is  re¬ 
turned  from  the  Senate  the  full  incre¬ 
ment  will  be  included.  I  trust  that  it 
will  and  that  the  House  will  then  recede 
and  concur. 

Mr.  Chairman,  may  I  take  this  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  compliment  the  gentlemen  of 
the  subcommittee  for  including  $400,- 
000,000  in  the  bill  for  rural  electrifica¬ 
tion?  I  believe  you  have  acted  wisely  in 
increasing  the  budget  recommendation. 
Electric  power  adds  as  much  or  more  to 
the  comforts  of  our  rural  people  as  any 
other  service  rendered  by  the  Federal 
Goverment.  Since  REA  is  a  self-liqui¬ 
dating  program,  costing  the  taxpayers 
not  one  dime,  I  have  never  understood 
why  any  limitation  of  any  kind  of  char¬ 
acter  should  be  placed  on  this  appropria¬ 
tion  item.  I  again  congratulate  the  com¬ 
mittee.  You  have  rendered  our  people  a 
great  service. 

Mr.  LANHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  urge 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  to 
adopt  the  amendment  to  add  $2,000,000 
to  the  appropriation  for  the  Extension 
Service  for  4-H  Club  work. 

Around  116,000  Georgia  farm  boys  and 
girls  who  belong  to  4-H  Clubs  were  in 
the  spotlight  as  they  observed  National 
4-H  Club  Week,  March  1  to  7.  The 
theme  chosen  by  this  fine  group  of  young 
people  for  the  next  year  is,  “Creating 
better  homes  today  for  a  more  respon¬ 
sible  citizenship  tomorrow.”  I  am  glad 
to  add  my  approval  and  endorsement  of 
the  good  work  that  these  4-H  groups  are 
doing,  and  heartily  commend  the  lead¬ 
ers  of  these  young  people  and  the  young 
people  themselves  on  their  fine  work  in 
their  respective  counties. 

These  farm  boys  and  girls  carry  out 
club  projects  under  the  supervision  of 
county  and  home  demonstration  agents. 
They  constitute  a  very  important  part 
of  the  State  extension  program,  and  oc¬ 
cupy  an  important  place  in  Georgia’s 
agricultural  picture. 
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Four-H  Club  members  in  Georgia  com¬ 
pleted  projects  in  1947  valued  at  more 
than  $12,000,000,  and  these  projects  in¬ 
cluded  work  in  almost  every  phase  of 
farming.  For  instance,  42,000  members 
had  home  gardens  and  produced  food  for 
home  use  or  for  sale.  More  than  20,000 
members  carried  projects  with  poultry. 
Around  1,100  boys  and  girls  participated 
in  a  poultry  chain,  believed  to  be  one  of 
the  largest  “chain”  projects  in  the  Na¬ 
tion.  Each  member  sold  a  few  of  the 
chickens  raised,  and  the  money  from 
such  sales  was  contributed  to  a  fund  to 
be  used  for  purchasing  approximately 
110,000  chicks  for  members  in  1948. 

Fifteen  Georgia  club  members  exhib¬ 
ited  21  prize  Jersey  animals  at  the  1947 
All-American  Jersey  Show  in  Columbus, 
Ohio,  and  won  more  prize  money  than 
any  other  State  4-H  Club  group  in  the 
Nation. 

Around  12,000  club  members  attended 
summer  4-H  Club  camps  in  their  own 
counties  or  in  one  of  the  camps  in  the 
State  open  to  all  counties.  More  than 
800  club  members  won  county  champion¬ 
ships  in  their  club  project  work,  and  rep¬ 
resented  their  counties  at  six  district 
project  achievement  meetings  during  the 
summer.  Around  250  club  boys  and  girls 
attended  the  State  4-H  Club  congress 
in  Atlanta  where  champions  in  the  vari¬ 
ous  projects  were  named.  Twenty-seven 
boys  and  girls  represented  Georgia  at  the 
national  4-H  Club  congress  in  Chicago 
in  December. 

Although  all  of  Georgia’s  116,000  4-H 
Club  boys  and  girls  are  between  the  ages 
of  10  and  20,  more  than  8,000  adults  are 
at  work  in  the  State  club  program.  More 
than  7,500  farm  men  and  women,  school 
leaders,  and  others  are  now  serving  as 
county  and  community  4-H  Club  advis¬ 
ers  and  they  assisted  the  club  boys  and 
girls  in  the  State  in  observing  national 
4-H  Club  week,  March  1-7.  These  men 
and  women  serve  without  pay,  and  as¬ 
sist  rural  young  people  in  planning  work, 
recreational  'activities,  and  with  4-H 
Club  farm  and  home  projects. 

Thirty-eight  forestry  demonstrations 
were  given  at  six  district  project  achieve¬ 
ment  meetings  by  outstanding  boys  and 
girls.  The  4-H  Club  members  also  gave 
these  demonstrations  170  times  before 
more  than  3,700  farm  people.  State  win¬ 
ners  in  the  contest,  Betty  Carlock,  Ca¬ 
toosa  County,  and  Oscar  Bachelor,  Tel¬ 
fair,  were  awarded  trips  to  the  national 
4-H  Club  congress  in  Chicago. 

Farm  Bureau  members  and  other 
groups  are  giving  strong  support  to  the 
Bartow  County  4-H  Club  program,  ac¬ 
cording  to-  a  report  from  County  Agent 
Harold  Boggs.  Some  of  the  leading  live¬ 
stock  farmers  in  the  county  and  a  num¬ 
ber  of .  bank  officials  are  helping  club 
members  get  started  with  livestock  proj¬ 
ects.  Plans  are  under  way  to  have  a 
combined  4-H  Club  and  Farm  Bureau 
rally  day  next  fall,  and  a  part  of  the  pro¬ 
gram  will  be  a  cattle  show.  Recently, 
4-H  Club  members  in  the  county  partici¬ 
pated  in  a  radio  program  calling  atten¬ 
tion  to  the  assistance  being  given  to  their 
program  by  Farm  Bureau  members  and 
expressing  appreciation  for  this  help. 

It  is  impossible  to  say  too  much  in 
praise  of  the  remarkable  record  and  the 


great  program  of  the  4-H  Clubs  and  FFA 
Clubs. 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
arise  in  support  of  the  amendment  of 
the  gentleman  from  Minnesota  [Mr. 
Anderson].  I  think  that  nothing  this 
Congress  could  do  would  be  greater  than 
to  approve  this  amendment.  Personally, 
I  would  prefer  the  entire  amount  of  $4,- 
000,000  for  the  third  increment  under 
the  Bankhead-Jones  Act.  These  funds, 
as  I  understand  it,  are  largely  to  be  used 
for  assistant  county  agents,  who  spend 
their  time  in  4-H  Club  work.  Certainly, 
the  investment  we  have  in  these  young 
men  and  women  in  our  high  schools  is 
greater  than  the  amount  of  money  that 
may  be  included  in  this  amendment. 
If,  in  the  last  50  years,  we  had  giv.en 
proper  instruction  in  the  high  schools 
along  this  line  by  experts  in  the  field 
such  as  these  assistant  county  agents 
will  be,  doubtless  we  would  have  to  ap¬ 
propriate  far  less  money  in  this  bill  for 
soil-conservation  work.  It  is  my  hope 
that  this  $2,000,000  will  be  added,  and 
further  that  the  Senate  will  give  con¬ 
sideration  to  including  the  entire 
amount,  for  certainly  I  believe  that  this 
work  should  be  promoted  in  every  way 
.  possible. 

Prior  to  my  coming  to  Congress  I  had 
a  number  of  years  experience  in  dealing 
with  young  men  and  young  women,  and 
certainly  the  splendid  job  that  has  been 
done  by  the  4-H  Club  agents,  and  the 
splendid  work  that  has  been  done  by 
these  young  men  and  women,  is  being 
reflected  today  in  the  fine  farmers  that 
we  find  in  Mississippi  and  in  every  State 
in  the  Union. 

I  want  to  take  time  to  state  to  this 
Committee  that  I  think  that  we  are  mak¬ 
ing  a  mistake  by  not  providing  additional 
sums  for  the  Research  and  Marketing 
Administration,  that  is  under  the  so- 
called  Hope-Flannigan  Act  of  1946.  Cer¬ 
tainly  in  the  years  to  come  when  ap¬ 
parently  we  are  to  have  tremendous 
agricultural  surpluses  any  information 
that  may  become  available  as  a  result 
of  research  in  agriculture  will  certainly 
be  worth  while  and,  in  fact,  we  must 
have  it. 

I  have  conferred  with  members  of  the 
committee  on  the  Democratic  side,  and 
they  believe  that  it  is  better  to  wait  until 
this  matter  is  in  the  Senate  when  the 
folks  dealing  with  this  subject  in  the 
Department  will  have  an  opportunity  to 
present  their  case  with  all  the  evidence, 
and  I  believe  that  the  Republicans  and 
Democrats  alike  will  then  be  willing  to 
add  additional  funds  for  this  program. 

I  must  compliment  this  committee  for 
the  splendid  job  that  I  feel  they  have  done 
on  the  over-all  Agriculture  Appropria¬ 
tion  bill  for  1948.  I  recall  last  year  when 
I,  together  with  other  Democrats,  par¬ 
ticipated  in  the  fight  on  this  floor  to  save 
the  Agricultural  Appropriations.  We 
had  to  do  this  because  many  of  the  items  ’ 
had  been  eliminated  by  the  committee, 
then  under  control  of  our  Republican 
friends  on  the  left.  This  year  apparently 
the  committee  has  seen  fit  to  change 
their  attitude  for  this  bill,  I  think,  rea¬ 
sonably  makes  provision  for  most  of  the 
activities  of  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture.  They  have  provided  $225,000,000 


in  the  announced  program  for  next  year’s 
AAA  program.  In  other  words,  the 
Federal  Government  will  contribute 
approximately  one-third  of  the  cost  of 
soil-conservation  practices.  This  Con¬ 
gress  should  understand  that  for  each 
dollar  of  Federal  contribution  the  Amer¬ 
ican  farmers  put  up  approximately  $2 
for  each  one  that  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  contributes..  It  may  be  said  that 
this  should  not'  be  necessary,  but  cer¬ 
tainly  the  National  Government,  the 
people  of  the  entire  country,  have  an  in¬ 
terest  in  the  soil  fertility  of  our  country. 
We  realize  that  the  very  prosperity  of 
our  Nation  is  dependent  upon  the  pro¬ 
ductivity  of  our  soil.  We  have  greatly 
depleted  our  soil  in  the  last  50  years  and 
even  before  then.  Today  there  is  no  new 
xland  to  which  to  go.  The  only  way  we 
can  hope  for  future  prosperity  is  to  main¬ 
tain  and  in  many  instances  to  restore 
the  fertility  of  the  soil  where  it  has  been 
so  badly  depleted  and  eroded.  In  the 
last  10  or  12  years  I  have  seen  such 
rapid  progress -in  my  area  that  I  must 
say  this  is  one  of  the  finest  programs  that 
has  ever  been  started  by  the  United 
States  Government. 

Another  provision  of  this  bill  in  which 
I  take  pride,  and  it  is  particularly  im¬ 
portant  in  my  own  area,  is  the  provision 
of  $400,000,000  for  the  Rural  Electrifica¬ 
tion  Administration.  I  went  before  the 
committee  and  testified  as  forcefully  as  I 
know  how  that  this  should  be  done.  This 
$400,000,000  includes  $100,000,000  more 
than  the  budget  has  approved.  Certain¬ 
ly,  the  farmers  of  this  country,  those  that 
have  electricity,  had  been  benefited  and 
you  might  say  had  been  put  on  an  equal¬ 
ity  with  the  rest  of  the  country.  But 
that  doesn’t  help  the  man  who  is  still  try¬ 
ing  to  get  electricity.  We  must  take  out 
of  farm  life  the  drudgery  and  make  farm 
life  as  attractive  as  possible,  and  we  can 
do  this  not  at  Federal  expense,  because 
these  loans  are  loans.  They  are  not 
grants.  The  records  show  that  less  than 
seven-tenths  of  1  percent  of  these  bor¬ 
rowers,  farmer  cooperatives  consisting 
entirely  of  farm  members,  are  behind  as 
much  as  30  days  in  their  repayments.  I 
believe  that  with  these  funds  in  the  next 
year  since  materials  are  becoming  avail¬ 
able,  we  can  bring  electric  current  to 
nearly  every  farm  home  in  the  country. 
Certainly,  we  should  not  stop  until  it  is 
made  available,  for  then  truly  life  on  the 
farm  will  be  attractive  and  our  boys  and 
girls  who  have  been  leaving  the  farms  in 
such  great  numbers  in  the  past  few  years 
will  find  it  after  all  probably  the  most 
enjoyable  life  and  the  best  place  in  which 
to  live. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  went  before  this  com¬ 
mittee  and  urged  that  adequate  pro¬ 
vision  be  made  for  the  foresty  industry 
of  this  country  and  for  forest  research, 
and  for  adequate  fire  protection.  I  have 
checked  this  bill,  and  while  in  many  In¬ 
stances  I  might  add  some  additional 
funds,  I  feel  that  on  the  over-all  the 
committee  has  given  some  very  serious 
attention  and  has  made  reasonably  ade¬ 
quate  provision  for  the  great  forestry  in¬ 
terests  in  this  country.  Certainly,  here 
again  as  I  said  with  regard  to  our  soil 
fertility  we  are  dealing  with  one  of  our 
greatest  natural  resources.  Certainly, 
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we  owe  it  to  the  generations  to  come,  to 
the  boys  and  girls  yet  unborn  and  those 
who  are  growing  up  today,  to  preserve 
and  leave  for  them,  a  rich  and  fertile 
country  with  ample  forestry  products, 
trees,  if  you  please,  to  meet  the  needs  of 
the  future. 

With  regard  to  the  Farmers’  Home  Ad¬ 
ministration,  I  note  that  the  committee 
has  granted  $1,000,000  increase  in  the  ad¬ 
ministrative  expenses.  A  check  of  the 
records  before  the  committee  will  dis¬ 
close  that  the  Farmers’  Home  Adminis¬ 
tration  now  has  outstanding  more  than 
$800,000,000  in  loans.  These  loans  are 
made  to  American  citizens  who  have  done 
a  rather  good  job  in  repayment.  We 
know  that  during  the  past  few  years  and 
at  present  that  the  farm  income  is  greater 
than  the  average  over  the  years  and 
certainly  it  is  an  assistance  to  those 
who  owe  this  money,  as  well  as  to  the 
Government  to  have  proper  supervision 
and  I  believe  that  this  $1,000,000  will  be 
far  exceeded  by  the  money  that  will  be 
collected  by  the  United  States  as  a  result, 
and  every  dollar  that  is  paid  now  by  the 
people  who  owe  the  money  will  be  of  as¬ 
sistance  to  them  in  the  lean  years  that 
may  lie  ahead. 

I  cannot  let  this  opportunity  pass, 
however,  to  compliment  the  great  farm 
population  of  this  country  for  the  splen¬ 
did  job  they  have  done  throughout  the 
war.  They  have  produced  as  no  nation 
in  history  has  ever  produced.  In  doing 
this  they  have  had  to  deplete  their  for¬ 
ests;  they  have  had  to  deplete  the  soil 
fertility  in  many  regions,  and  certainly 
the  recognition  by  this  committee  and 
this  Congress  of  these  serious  drains  on 
our  great  natural  resources  is  something 
that  I  am  glad  to  see,  and  I  feel  that  by 
making  this  appropriation  today  we  are 
doing  what  we  can  to  help  relieve  that 
situation  and  to  give  to  the  American 
farmers  the  attention  and  service  which 
they  so  rightly  deserve.  I  take  pride  in 
having  had  some  part  in  the  preparation 
of  this  bill  by  presenting  my  testimony  to 
the  committee.  I  congratulate  the  com¬ 
mittee  on  the  splendid  job  they  have 
done.  The  committee  has  made  ade¬ 
quate  provision  for  the  soil-conservation 
set-ups.  In  many  cases  the  technical 
advice  that  may  be  given  by  the  soil-con¬ 
servation  agent  to  the  soil-conservation 
districts  is  of  importance  to  the  people 
affected. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Dirksen], 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  my 
good  friend  the  gentleman  from  Wis¬ 
consin  [Mr.  Murray]  said  he  hopes  you 
will  not  believe  too  much  of  what  I  say, 
but  at  least  it  will  be  candid  and  it  will 
come  from  the  heart. 

I  do  not  believe  in  legislation  by  West¬ 
ern  Union.  There  have  been  over  50 
telegrams  on  this  floor  this  morning 
signed  by  Mr.  Klein,  the  president  of  the 
Farm  Bureau  Federation.  He  comes 
from  Iowa,  and  I  esteem  him  to  be  a  good 
friend  of  mine,  but  he  has  asked  for  this 
in  the  last  day.  There  have  been  tele¬ 
grams  from  the  presidents  of  every  State 
Farm  Bureau  Federation  in  the  United 
States.  I  talked  to  the  president  of  one 


of  them  on  the  telephone  yesterday 
morning.  I  said,  “Are  you  really  inter¬ 
ested  in  this  thing?”  He  said,  “No;  it 
is  one  of  those  things  we  just  do  as  an 
organizational  policy.” 

Now  you  come  brandishing  telegrams 
asking  for  $4,000,000,  and  in  pursuance 
of  that,  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota 
thought  he  would  make  a  compromise 
by  making  it  $2,000,000. 

Let  me  say  to  you  first  of  all  that  while 
the  emphasis  is  on  youth  and  4-H,  do  not 
forget  that  15  percent  of  this  money  will 
be  for  salary  increases  for  those  who  are 
already  on  the  pay  roll.  Let  us  be  square 
about  it.  Secondly,  it  will  be  devoted  to 
technical  and  educational  assistance. 
There  are  people  on  this  floor  who  would 
not  vote  a  dollar  for  educational  finance. 
The  bill  has  been  pending  in  the  Senate 
and  House  for  a  long  time,  but  I  appre¬ 
hend  that  you  are  going  along  with  this 
amendment.  Why,  you  could  fill  this 
Chamber  full  of  money  and  still  not  have 
sufficient  to  take  care  of  a  broad  program 
like  the  improvement  of  the  standards  of 
farm  work.  Farm  and  home  planning. 
That  is  what  it  is  for.  Then  take  the 
item  of  marketing  and  distribution.  We 
just  gave  them  $3,000,000  for  marketing 
and  distribution  research  in  this  bill  un¬ 
der  the  Research  and  Marketing  Act. 
Agricultural  youth  and  4-H — improve¬ 
ment  of  farm  buildings — there  is  addi¬ 
tional  money  here  for  farm  engineering 
and  for  the  improvement  of  farm  build¬ 
ings,  for  canning,  and  for  food  preserva¬ 
tion.  It  is  the  House  committee  that  has 
stood  religiously  by  the  Bureau  of  Eco¬ 
nomics  and  Human  Nutrition  when  the 
other  body  cut  them  down  year  after 
year.  Those  are  the  things  that  are  in¬ 
volved  here.  Are  you  going  to  ride 
roughshod  over  the  judgment  of  a  ma¬ 
jority  of  the  committee  because  you  have 
received  a  telegram  from  Mr.  Klein  and 
the  president  of  the  Farm  Bureau  Fed¬ 
eration  in  your  State?  I  have  carried 
more  water  in  16  years  in  this  Congress 
for  the  Farm  Bureau  Federation  than 
any  Member  on  this  floor,  and  they  know 
it.  I  have  addressed  their  conventions 
annually  year  after  year.  I  have  had 
Mr.  Orr  get  me  off  the  floor  year  after 
year.  I  have  had  to  carry  water  for  them, 
but  gentlemen,  in  heaven’s  name,  let  us 
not  legislate  by  Western  Union  today.  I 
suggest  that  you  stand  by  the  committee. 
This  is  the  budget  amount  which  is  con¬ 
tained  in  the  bill.  The  committee  did 
not  cut  it.  You  would  think  for  all  the 
world  that  the  President’s  Budget  Bureau 
would  not  be  lacking  in  solicitude  for 
agriculture  and  for  the  American  farmer. 
He  is  just  as  anxious  to  get  those  votes 
as  you  are,  and  as  I  was.  So  he  has  done 
everything  for  them.  But  it  is  the 
Budget  Bureau  that  said  this  increase 
should  not  be  allowed.  We  have  given  the 
full  amount  of  the  budget  requests  this 
year  and  last  year.  You  see,  there  is 
more  here  than  meets  the  eye.  It  is  not 
just  4-H;  it  is  not  just  agricultural  youth; 
it  is  all  of  these  various  activities.  I  say 
to  you  gentlemen  you  could  almost  fill 
this  Chamber  full  of  money  and  it  still 
would  not  be  enough  for  all  these  func¬ 
tions.  There  are  some  11,000  or  12  000  of 
these  people  scattered  all  over  the  United 


States.  In  addition  there  are  thousands 
in  the  Farmers  Home  Administration  do¬ 
ing  the  same  thing.  I  have  labored  hon¬ 
estly  for  years  to  bring  about  a  consolida¬ 
tion  of  these  field  functions  in  the  hope 
that  we  could  get  a  little  more  efficiency 
and  probably  save  a  little  money  for  a 
very  humble  fellow  by  the  name  of  John 
Q.  Taxpayer. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ulinbis  has  expired.  All 
time  has  expired  on  the  amendment. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of¬ 
fered  by  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota 
[Mr.  H.  Carl  Andersen]  . 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  divi¬ 
sion  (demanded  by  Mr.  Dirksen)  there 
were — ayes  54,  noes  29. 

So  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

BUREAU  OF  DAIRY  INDUSTRY 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  ex¬ 
penses,  including  not  to  exceed  $515,300  for 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia,  in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  act 
of  May  29,  1924  (7  U.  S.  C.  401^104),  includ¬ 
ing  investigations,  experiments,  and  demon¬ 
strations  in  dairy  industry,  for  carrying  out 
the  applicable  provisions  of  the  act  of  May  9, 
1902  (26  U.  S.  C.  2325,  2326  (c)),  relating  to 
process  or  renovated  butter,  as  amended  by 
the  act  of  June  24,  1946  (Public  Law  427), 
and  the  act  of  May  23,  1908  (21  TJ.  S.  C.  94 
( a ) ) ,  insofar  as  it  relates  to  the  exportation 
of  process  or  renovated  butter,  $1,050,000. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last  word 
in  order  to  ask  a  few  questions  of  the 
committee. 

I  wish  to  get  some  information  from 
the  committee  relative  to  the  foot-and- 
mouth  disease.  First,  how  much  have 
we  expended  to  date  on  the  eradication 
of  the  foot-and-mouth  disease  in  Mex¬ 
ico? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Speaking  from  mem¬ 
ory  there  was  $61,000,000  authorized. 
Obligated  and  expended,  a  total  of  $61,- 
447,346.  Of  that  amount,  roughly  $23,- 
000,000  was  for  the  purchase  of  canned 
meat. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  I  would 
like  to  ask  what  amount  is  proposed  for 
expenditure  to  control  or  eradicate  the 
disease  in  this  bill? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  No  funds  are  provided 
for  under  this  bill.  It  is  a  sort  of  blank 
check  arrangement  with  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  furnishing  the  funds 
and  we  have  not  given  any -attention  to 
a  restoration  of  the  funds.  • 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  I  thank  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois.  That  is  the 
question  I  was  interested  in.  I  do  not  ap¬ 
prove  this  blank  check  method  of  pay¬ 
ing  for  the  program.  The  foot-and- 
mouth-disease  program  has  been  a  fail¬ 
ure  in  Mexico.  We  attempted  to  help 
Mexico  eradicate  the  disease.  Whether 
it  was  through  a  bungling  of  the  program 
or  a  lack  of  cooperation  between  the  two 
countries,  the  program  has  failed. 

The  cattle  industry  in  the  United 
States  is  vitally  interested  in  trying  to 
control  the  disease,  eradicate  it.  I  un¬ 
derstand  that  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  through  the  Bureau  of  Animal  In¬ 
dustry  is  entering  upon  a  program  of 
vaccination  in  a  buffer  zone  some  250 
miles  south  of  the  border,  trying  to  es- 
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tablish  immunity  through  the  use  of  vac¬ 
cines.  European  countries  have  been 
fighting  this  disease  for  the  last  40  years 
and  I  think  for  some  15  or  20  they  have 
been  using  vaccine.  Their  experience  has 
shown  that  it  is  not  a  cure  for  the  disease 
nor  does  it  control  the  disease.  It  seems 
to  me  that  such  a  program  in  Mexico 
merely  helps  to  fasten  the  disease  upon 
the  country.  It  does  not  eradicate  the 
disease.  The  only*  sure  method  is  to  kill . 
and  bury  the  infected  animal. 

I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Minne¬ 
sota  [Mr.  H.  Carl  Andersen].  We  were 
down  in  Mexico  together  and  had  a  close 
look  at  the  problem  in  that  area. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  I  am  glad 
the  gentleman  from  Nebraska  has  called 
this  matter  to  the  attention  of  the  House. 

Personally,  I  hope  that  the  Deficiency 
Subcommittee  will  take  away  that  so- 
called  blank  check  in  reference  to  this 
operation  because  I  feel  as  does  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Nebraska  that  we  are  on  the 
road  to  wasting  a  huge  amount  of  money 
if  we  start  on  the  vaccination  program 
that  is  contemplated.  I  would  like  to  see 
them  come  specifically  to  this  particu¬ 
lar  subcommittee  and  tell  us  exactly  what 
they  intend  to  do  and  ask  for  a  certain 
amount  of  money.  I  do  not  like  this 
blank  check  proposition. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  I  agree 
with  the  gentleman;  and  I  maintain  fur¬ 
ther  that  the  program  we  are  now  pro¬ 
ceeding  upon  is  unadequate,  if  I  under¬ 
stand  it  correctly,  and  I  have  been  ad¬ 
vised  week  after  week  by  the  Bureau  of 
Animal  Industry.  They  are  setting  out 
upon  a  program  now  trying  to  establish 
a  buffer  zone  through  the  use  of  vaccine 
and  the  kill-and-bury  method  where  they 
can,  but  I  am  fearful  that  such  a  program 
may  sooner  or  later  bring  that  disease 
into  the  United  States. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  The  gen¬ 
tleman  will  recall  last  June  when  we  were 
out  at  that  center  in  Mexico  where  the 
distribution  of  mules  was  taking  place 
to  be  used  instead  of  the  oxen  that  had 
been  slaughtered.  Both  the  gentleman 
from  Nebraska  and  I  were  shocked  to  see 
that  the  taxpayers  of  America  received 
no  credit  whatever  for  the  millions  of 
dollars  they  had  thrown  into  that  pro¬ 
gram. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Certainly 
the  program  has  not  engendered  any 
good  will  among  the  Mexicans  for  this 
country.  I  have  not  been  pleased  with 
the  departments  of  government  charged 
with  the  administration  of  this  program. 

Foot-and-mouth  disease  is  a  terrible 
scourge  upon  any  country.  It  would  cost 
billions  of  dollars  if  it  were  to  fasten  it¬ 
self  upon  the  United  States,  and  I  hope 
the  committee  will  go  the  last  mile  in 
helping  to  eradicate  the  disease  and  keep 
it  from  our  country. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Nebraska  has  expired. 

(Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  revise  and  ex¬ 
tend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  opposition  to  the  pro  forma  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  in  complete  ac¬ 
cord  with  everything  that  has  been  said 
by  the  gentleman  from  Nebraska. 
There  is  only  one  remedy  and  that  is 


prompt  and  complete  extermination. 
The  experience  in  every  country  which 
has  tried  the  various  methods  of  quar¬ 
antine  has  demonstrated  that  sooner  or 
later  the  disease  breaks  through.  No 
zone,  no  vaccine,  no  expedient  adopted 
except  extermination  is  effective.  Dogs, 
birds,  every  means  of  communication, 
from  the  automobile  to  the  airplane, 
must  sooner  or  later  bring  it  into  the 
United  States. 

I  am  glad  to  join  the  gentleman  in  an 
expression  of  distressed  and  alarmed  dis¬ 
satisfaction  over  discontinuance  of  the 
extermination  program.  I  realize  there 
are  all  but  insurmountable  obstacles  to 
extermination,  but  it  is  the  only  remedy. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  menace  is  so  great 
to  our  livestock  industry  and  to  the  food 
supply  of  the  United  States  that  I  join 
in  the  hope  that  some  prompt  and  effec¬ 
tual  means  will  be  adopted  without  un¬ 
due  delay  to  combat  this  terrifying  infec¬ 
tion.  It  is  the  No.  1  agricultural  problem 
of  the  day. 

Mr.  FISHER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  three  words. 

(Mr.  FISHER  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  FISHER.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
pending  bill  carries  reductions  of  $89,- 
243,198  under  the  total  amount  of  direct 
appropriations  for  that  Department  dur¬ 
ing  the  fiscal  year  1948,  which  ends  in 
June.  It  is  $92,049,027  below  the  budget 
estimate  for  direct  appropriations  for 
1949,  beginning  in  July.  The  net  de¬ 
crease,  however,  when  transfers  of  funds 
are  taken  into  account,  will  be  less  than 
indicated. 

RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION 

The  pending  bill  includes  a  total  loan 
authorization  of  $400,000,000  for  REA. 
I  desire  to  commend  the  committee  that 
prepared  this  bill  for  providing  that 
amount.  Seme  people  are  heard  to  com¬ 
plain,  in  referring  to  expenditures  like 
this:  “The  Congress  has  gone  on  a  spend¬ 
ing  spree.”  But  the  simple  fact  is,  this 
involves  no  cost  whatever  to  the  tax¬ 
payers — none  whatever.  In  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  this  Government  there  are  many 
places  for  needed  savings,  for  reduced 
personnel,  and  for  removal  of  duplica¬ 
tions  and  nonessential  bureaus  and 
agencies.  I  have  in  the  past  and  shall 
in  the  future  continue  to  support  such 
reductions.  But  those  who  oppose  the 
expansion  program  for  REA  cannot  base 
it  on  the  ground  of  cost  to  the  taxpayers 
because  the  taxpayers  do  not  in  any  de¬ 
gree  subsidize  this  great  program  of 
making  electric  service  available  to  the 
rural  people  of  this  country.  The  Gov¬ 
ernment  actually  borrows  the  money 
that  is  loaned  to  REA  and  pays  interest 
thereon.  That  money  is,  in  turn,  loaned 
by  REA  to  the  various  cooperatives  who 
pay  the  Government  an  interest  rate 
slightly  above  the  rate  the  Government 
pays. 

The  total  of  $400,000,000  is  $100,000,- 
000  in  excess  of  the  budget  estimate  and 
is  $175,000,000  above  the  amount  author¬ 
ized  for  the  current  fiscal  year.  That  is 
good  business  because  more  materials  for 
expansion  of  lines  are  now  available. 
Moreover,  even  in  the  cases  where  neces¬ 
sary  materials  are  in  short  supply,  it  is 
essential  that  the  money  be  available  for 


loans  in  order  that  the  cooperatives  may 
place  advance  orders  for  such  material 
with  the  factories. 

Mr.'  Chairman,  I  endorse  the  increase 
in  REA  loan  funds.  As  I  have  said,  all 
such  loans  are  repaid  with  interest.  The 
expansion  of  this  great  REA  service  has 
been  phenomenal.  In  my  own  congres¬ 
sional  district  in  Texas,  the  . REA  con¬ 
sumer  connections  have,  according  to  a 
report  recently  made  to  me  by  Hon. 
Claude  Wickard,  the  Administrator,  in¬ 
creased  by  90  percent  since  1942  when  I 
was  elected  to  Congress.  But  I  know  of 
many  deserving  applicants  who  have  not 
been  reached.  I  know  of  many  who  have 
been  waiting  since  before  the  war.  It  is 
understandable  that,  due  to  shortages, 
some  of  the  delay  has  been  unavoidable, 
and  shortage  of  loan  funds  for  earlier 
orders  has  contributed  to  that  delay,  i 
Ample  funds  to  enable  the  fullest  latitude  1 
of  expansion  should  be  provided,  and  this  1 
bill  does  that. 

SOIL  CONSERVATION 

Mr.  Chairman,  soil  conservation  is  of 
interest  to  every  American  citizen, 
whether  he  lives  on  the  soil  or  not.  Many 
people  do  not  realize  the  importance  of 
soil  to  their  own  personal  welfare.  It 
has  been  truly  said  that  when  a  nation 
loses  its  top-soil  it  loses  its  economy. 
We  have  through  the  years  been  profli¬ 
gate  and  wasteful  in  our  treatment  of 
mother  earth,  and  as  a  result  nearly  one- 
third  of  our  productive  top-soil  has  been 
lost. 

A  few  days  ago  I  engaged  in  a  radio 
interview  with  Dr.  Hugh  H.  Bennett, 
Chief  of  our  Soil  Conservation  Service, 
and  he  there  pointed  out  that  the  cost 
to  this  Nation  of  uncontrolled  erosion 
amounts  to  a  billion  dollars  a  year — that 
is,  in  such  measurable  items  as  direct 
cost  to  farmers  and  ranchers,  contribu¬ 
tions  to  flood  damage,  silting  of  reser¬ 
voirs  and  ditches,  and  so  on,  not  to  men¬ 
tion  sueh  other  costs  as  reduced  income 
and  purchasing  power  of  farmers  and 
ranchers,  and  a  narrowed  tax  base.  'We 
are  still  losing  at  least  500,000  acres  of 
cropland  every  year,  with  a  still  larger 
number  damaged  in  some  degree  Dr 
Bennett  pointed  out. 

•  Bli?rogress  is  being  made  in  combat¬ 
ing  this  enemy  to  our  economy.  The 
eradication  of  cedar,  prickly  pear,  and 
other  noxious  growths  along  with  con¬ 
servation  treatments  such  as  range  seed¬ 
ing,  water  development,  contour  plant¬ 
ing,  construction  of  terraces,  strip  crop¬ 
ping,  and  planting  cover  crops,  have  all 
added  to  the  program  for  preserving  the 
soil  and  making  the  best  .possible  use 
of  it. 

As  evidence  of  this  progress,  I  take 
pride  m  referring  to  what  has  been  and 
is  being  done  in  my  own  congressional 
district  in  southwest  Texas,  one  of  the 
leading  livestock  and  agricultural  areas 
in  America.  In  that  27-county  district 
there  are  now  13  soil-conservation  dis¬ 
tricts,  which  take  in  nearly  9.000,000 
acres  of  land.  The  entire  State  of  Texas 
has  143  districts,  including  about  127,- 
000,000  acres,  or  75  percent  of  ±he  State. 

All  of  these  soil-conservation  practices 
and  range  programs  should  be  encour¬ 
aged.  They  add  to  the  sum-total  of  re¬ 
sults.  It  has  been  very  correctly  said  that 
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the  great  floods  to  which  the  Nation  is 
subjected  are  the  result  of  despoiling, 
without  replacing,  our  great  forests  and 
by  carelessness  in  preserving  top  soil. 
The  beginnings  of  floods  are  in  the  num¬ 
bers  of  little  gullies  and  streams  on  farms 
and  ranches.  A  little  gully  in  the  land 
looks  harmless,  but  it  is  the  vehicle  which 
carriers  the  top  soil  and  run-off  of  water 
which  should  be  held  on  the  land  where 
it  falls.  It  follows  that  the  more  water 
retained  in  the  ground  where  it  falls,  the 
less  will  get  to  the  banks  of  the  rivers 
which  cause  untold  damages.  An  au¬ 
thority  has  said  that  the  crest  of  floods 
could  be  reduced  by  20  percent  by  soil- 
conservation  methods.  And  to  think  that 
it  is  estimated  that  a  40-acre  farm  is 
deposited  at  the  mouth  of  the  Missis¬ 
sippi  every  minute  at  flood  time — and  this 
is  but  one  river. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  favor  the  continued 
support  of  this  program.  And  I  favor 
retaining  the  Soil  Conservation  Service 
as  an  independent  agency.  Howsoever 
desirable  other  programs  on  this  subject 
have  been,  it  is  generally  admitted  that 
the  Soil  Conservation  Service  has  done 
a  good  job,  and  at  a  minimum  of  cost. 

The  moderate  increase  provided  in  this 
bill  for  the  Soil  Conservation  Service  will 
enable  the  Service  to  assign  technical 
assistants  to  the  rather  large  number  of 
new  conservation  districts  that  have  been 
and  are  being  created.  During  the  past 
year  alone  about  250  new  districts  have 
been  created,  and  experience  has  shown, 
according  to  the  testimony  before  the 
committee,  that  the  average  cost  of 
rendering  assistance  to  a  soil-conserva¬ 
tion  district  is  about  $20,000  per  annum. 
This  is  the  kind  of  money  that  is  well 
spent.  It  is  an  investment  in  the  future 
of  America. 

FOOT-AND-MOUTH  DISEASE 

Mr.  Chairman,  before  I  sit  down  I 
should  like  to  comment  briefly  on  the 
item  dealing  with  the  eradication  of  foot- 
and-mouth  disease  in  the  Republic  of 
Mexico.  We  have  spent  a  lot  of  money 
down  there  in  the  fight.  As  the  commit¬ 
tee  points  out,  the  original  program  for 
this  work  was  on  the  basis  of  complete 
eradication,  involving  the  complete  de¬ 
struction  of  infected  animals.  During 
the  progress  of  the  work,  the  Mexican 
Government  announced  it  could  no  long¬ 
er  carry  on  the  destruction  program,  due 
to  the  resistance  among  the  natives 
whose  animals  were  being  slaughtered. 
That  was  a  big  disappointment  to  all  of 
us  who  joined  in  this  war  against  this 
dreaded  disease. 

The  program  has  now  been  modified. 
The  present  plan  is  to  maintain  the 
northern  quarantine  line.  Infected  cat¬ 
tle  found  within  a  distance  of  the  quar¬ 
antine  line  which  threaten  a  break¬ 
through  are  to  be  slaughtered.  Except 
for  that,  the  program  is  confined  in  the 
main  to  maintenance  of  the  quarantine. 
The  plan  is  to  prevent  the  infection  of 
the  beef-cattle  areas  of  northern  Mex¬ 
ico,  and  keep  the  infected  area  pushed 
relentlessly  back  from  the  Mexican 
border. 

The  House  Committee  on  Agriculture 
recently  reported  out  H.  R.  5098,  a  bill 
to  enable  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to 
conduct  research  on  foot-and-mouth  dis¬ 


ease.  Laboratories  and  experiment  sta¬ 
tions  could  be  established  on  islands  or 
elsewhere  so  as  to  keep  the  live  virus, 
even  for  experimental  purposes,  from 
being  brought  to  our  own  landed  area. 
Our  scientists  will  then  continue  with 
ever-increasing  zeal  and  effort  to  de¬ 
velop  an  effective  vaccine  or  other  pre¬ 
ventive  agency. 

The  battle  against  this  constant  threat 
of  spread  of  the  disease  across  the  Rio 
Grande  must  be  continued,  and  every 
means  of  effectively  combating  it  ex¬ 
plored  and  utilized.  Above  everything, 
we  must  not  allow  ourselves  to  become 
complacent  and  relax  our  efforts  so  long 
as  there  is  an  infected  animal  south  of 
the  border. 

Mr.  GILLIE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  four  words. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  very  glad  this 
foot-and-mouth  controversy  has  been 
brought  to  the  front  again,  because  it 
is  a  matter  in  which  I  am  very  much 
interested.  Whatever  money  we  have 
spent,  and  it  has  been  considerable,  I 
know— about  $36,000,000— is  money  that 
I  am  certainly  glad  we  have  spent,  be¬ 
cause  it  has  kept  the  disease  in  Mexico 
so  far.  If  it  ever  gets  into  this  country, 
it  is  going  to  cost  us  not  millions  but 
billions  of  dollars  to  eliminate.  We  all 
know  that  up  to  this  time  it  is  the  most 
terrible  disease  known  to  either  man  or 
animal. 

In  January  this  year  in  Mexico  it  had 
been  decided  to  change  the  program. 
The  program  that  I  want  is  kill  and  bury. 
That  is  the  only  program  which  will 
eliminate  the  foot-and-mouth  disease. 
The  only  thing  that  can  be  done  is  to 
kill  and  bury.  However,  Mexico  ap¬ 
parently  cannot  stand  the  expense.  The 
expense  would  be  too  much  on  her  econ¬ 
omy.  So  she  decided  to  change  the 
program  and  use  the  quarantine  and 
vaccination  method.  There  is  nothing 
we  can  do  about  that  except  go  along 
with  them  with  this  program.  There 
is  nothing  we  can  do.  We  still  wanted 
to  kill  and  bury,  but  it  is  impossible  for 
us  to  carry  on  that  program  down  there, 
so  it  is  was  necessary  for  us  to  join  them 
in  this  new  program. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GILLIE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Wyoming. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  I  want  to  commend 
the  gentleman  for  the  splendid  work 
he  has  done  on  this  problem.  In  view 
of  the  change  that  has  taken  place  in 
connection  Mth  the  fight  against  the 
foot-and-mouth  disease  in  Mexico,  may 
I  ask  the  gentleman  if  it  is  not  impera¬ 
tive  that  a  fence  be  constructed  as  soon 
as  possible  on  the  boundary  between 
this  country  and  Mexico? 

Mr.  GILLIE.  I  am  glad  to  answer  the 
question.  It  is  more  imperative  than 
ever  that  we  use  every  known  method, 
including  the  fence  along  the  border, 
anything  we  can  think  of  to  try  to  stop 
this  disease,  either  by  building  a  fence, 
by  vaccination,  double  quarantine  lines, 
protective  zones,  or  anything  else,  in¬ 
cluding  quarantine  strips  now  estab¬ 
lished  in  the  center  of  Mexico.  It  is 
now  just  a  little  bit  less  than  300  miles 
from  our  line. 


We  are  not  going  to  keep  our  men 
down  there  on  the  quarantine  line  for 
all  time.  The  time  will  come,  probably 
within  a  year  or  more  from  now,  that 
we  will  be  pulling  most  of  our  men  out 
of  there  and  bringing  them  home  or  at 
least  back  to  the  border. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  What  progress  has 
been  made,  if  any,  on  the  construction 
of  this  boundary  fence? 

Mr.  GILLIE.  Not  very  much.  The 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  does  not 
seem  to  be  very  much  interested  in  the 
matter.  The  fence  bill  is  being  held  up 
somewhere.  We  are  having  a  lot  of 
trouble  getting  a  bill  out.  I  do  not 
know  what  will  become  of  it,  but  I  am 
still  hoping  that  we  will  be  farsighted 
enough,  and  the  Foreign  Affairs  Com¬ 
mittee  will  be  farsighted  enough,  to  vote 
this  bill  out. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  As  the  gentleman 
has  pointed  out,  if  we  permit  this  dis¬ 
ease  to  come  into  this  country,  it  is 
probably  going  to  cost  us  several  bil¬ 
lion  dollars,  and  we  certainly  ought  to 
spend  the  necessary  amount  of  money 
to  build  a  fence,  in  my  opinion. 

Mr.  GILLIE.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GILLIE.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  am  sure  that  the  House 
recognizes  that  the  gentleman  from  In¬ 
diana,  Dr.  GIllie,  who  has  taken  part 
in  several  foot-and-mouth-eradication 
campaigns  in  the  past,  is  probably  the 
man  who  is  most  responsible  for  awak¬ 
ening  the  people  of  America  to  the  prob¬ 
able  consequences  of  this  disease,  which 
is  today  the  most  important  problem 
facing  agriculture.  I  am  certainly  glad 
that  Dr.  Gillie  is  doing  the  good  work 
that  he  is  doing  in  attempting  to  se¬ 
cure  research  stations  to  try  to  find  a 
cure  for  this  particular  disease.  Con¬ 
gressman  Gillie  should  be  entitled  to 
the  thanks  of  American  agriculture  for 
his  continued  efforts  toward  combating 
this  dread  disease. 

Mr.  GILLIE.  I  thank  the  gentleman 
from  Minnesota,  who  is  deeply  inter¬ 
ested  in  this  problem,  being  a  livestock 
grower  of  considerable  size  in  his  dis¬ 
trict  and  who  accompanied  my  subcom¬ 
mittee  to  Mexico  June  1946  to  get  first¬ 
hand  information  on  the  disease. 

Mr.  WORLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GILLIE.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Texas  [Mr.  Worley]  who  has 
given  a  lot  of  help  to  the  subcommittee 
on  this  particular  matter,  whose  district 
lies  dangerously  close— should  the  dis¬ 
ease  ever  break  through  the  quarantine 
line  in  Mexico. 

Mr.  WORLEY.  I  would  like  to  give 
the  gentleman  from  Minnesota  and 
other  members  of  the  Committee  on  Ap¬ 
propriations  full  credit  for  the  excellent 
cooperation  the  Committee  on  Agricul¬ 
ture  has  given  in  making  the  necessary 
appropriations  for  the  eradication  of 
this  disease.  I  am  sure  we  will  call  on 
them  before  long  for  additional  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  purpose  of  setting  up 
a  research  laboratory  in  order  to  carry 
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on  experiments  to  find  a  remedy  to 
alleviate  this  situation. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana  has  expired. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

For  expenses  necessary  for  investigations, 
experiments,  and  demonstrations  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  production  and  improvement 
of  farm  crops  and  other  plants  and  plant 
industries;  soils  and  soil-plant  relationships, 
and  the  application  of  engineering  princi¬ 
ples  to  agriculture;  plant  diseases,  including 
nematodes,  and  methods  for  their  preven¬ 
tion  and  control;  plant  and  plant-disease 
collections  and  surveys;  the  distribution  of 
weeds  and  means  for  their  control;  methods 
of  handling,  processing,  transportation,  and 
storage  of  agricultural  products;  and  plants 
in  foreign  countries  and  our  possessions  for 
introduction  into  the  United  States,  includ¬ 
ing  explorations  and  surveys,  and  propaga¬ 
tion  and  testing  in  this  country;  for  the  op¬ 
eration  and  maintenance  of  airplanes;  £nd 
for  personal  services  in  the  city  of  Wash¬ 
ington,  as  follows; 

Mr.  HOEVEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word,  and  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  out  of 
order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Iowa? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOEVEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am 
one  of  those  who  believes  that  the  Con¬ 
gress  should  enact  legislation  for  a  long- 
range  farm  program  at  this  session.  I 
believe  it  is  smart  to  make  hay  while 
the  sun  shines.  During  the  past  several 
years,  we  have  been  legislating  from  one 
emergency  to  the  next  and;  as  a  result, 
we  have  a  hodge-podge  of  laws,  rules,  and 
regulations  relating  to  agriculture.  It  is 
my  firm  belief  that  when  agriculture  is 
prosperous  as  it  is  today,  that  is  the  time 
to  legislate  for  agriculture.  We  should 
have  a  comprehensive,  sound,  long-range 
program  for  agriculture  that  we  can  re¬ 
sort  to  in  case  of  emergency;  and  we 
should  not  wait  to  legislate  until  an 
emergency  is  upon  us.  The  farmers  of 
America  are  entitled  to  know  what  kind 
of  an  agricultural  program  they  can  fall 
back  on  when  dark  days  come  along. 

The  Committee  on  Agriculture  has  de¬ 
voted  much  time  and  effort  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  a  long-range  farm  program. 
The  committee  held  several  regional 
hearings  throughout  the  country  last  fall 
getting  the  viewpoint  of  real  dirt  farmers 
everywhere.  Eight  regional  hearings 
were  held  in  the  East,  South,  and  Mid¬ 
west,  and  further  hearings  are  contem¬ 
plated  in  the  Rocky  Mountains  and  Great 
Plains  areas  and  on  the  Pacific  coast. 
Volumes  of  testimony  have  been  taken, 
and  while  the  testimony  is  still  fresh  in 
ouj-  minds,  we  should  legislate.  If  we  do 
this,  our  farmers  will  know  what  to  ex¬ 
pect  and  can  arrange  their  farm  opera¬ 
tions  accordingly.  A  year  hence  the  do¬ 
mestic  and  world  situation  may  be  en¬ 
tirely  different  and,  under  such  circum¬ 
stances,  it  may  become  most  difficult  to 
legislate  for  agriculture. 

_  In  the  first  instance,  it  is  essential 
that  we  have  a  national  income  of  ap¬ 
proximately  $200,000,000,000  annually. 
From  all  indications  this  will  be  neces¬ 
sary  to  fulfill  our  financial  obligations. 
The  price  structure  for  agriculture  prod¬ 
ucts  is  at  the  very  foundation  of  our 


approach  to  a  stabilized  national  econ¬ 
omy.  It  may  well  be  that  it  will  not  be 
possible  to  enact  a  long-range  farm  pro¬ 
gram  during  this  session  of  Congress. 
Therefore,  it  is  most  essential  that  we 
give  prompt  consideration  to  some  of 
the  matters  vital  to  the  welfare  of  agri¬ 
culture  as  they  involve'  farm  legislation 
we  already  have  on  the  statute  books. 
If  the  farmers  of  this  country  are  to  have 
any  encouragement  to  believe  that  the 
present  price  structure  will  be  protected 
in  the  next  year  or  two,  it  stands  to  rea¬ 
son  that  legislation  must  be  forthcoming 
rather  promptly. 

The  Steagall  amendment,  which  was 
enacted  to  protect  the  price  level  of 
agricultural  products  at  SO  percent  of 
parity,  will  expire  on  December  31,  1943. 
It  certainly  should  be  extended  for  an¬ 
other  year  or  two.  This  will  give  the 
next  Congress  a  reasonable  opportunity 
to  develop  a  long-range  farm  program 
if  one  is  not  enacted  at  this  session. 
The  act  to  extend  the  life  and  increase 
the  credit  resources  of  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  should  also  be  ex¬ 
tended  to  cover  the  same  period  as  that 


i-uvcieu  uy  me  extension  ot  the  Steagall 
amendment,  whether  it  be  for  1  year  or  2. 
It  would  also  seem  equally  important 
to  amend  the  act  providing  for  the 
Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  in¬ 
asmuch  as  that  act  will  expire  on  June 
30,  1948.  Further,  if  the  Trade  Agree¬ 
ments  Act  is  extended  on  and  after  its 
expiration  date  on  June  12,  1948,  most 
careful  consideration  must  be  given  to 
its  effect  upon  the  American  market  as 
it  may  involve  large-scale  imports  of 
various  agricultural  products,  foodstuffs, 
and  raw  materials  during  the  next  few 
years.  In  connection  with  any  extension 
of  the  Trade  Agreements  Act,  the  Con¬ 
gress  should  see  to  it  that  when  the  char¬ 
ter  for  an  international  trade  organi¬ 
zation  is  presented  by  the  State  De¬ 
partment  for  congressional  approval  that 
it  be  correlated  with  the  terms  of  any 
extension  of  the  Trade  Agreements  Act. 

Items  of  legislation  herein  mentioned 
would  seem  to  be  the  minimum  which 
should  be  considered  by  the  present  ses¬ 
sion  of  Congress,  assuming,  of  course, 
that  a  long-range  farm  program  cannot 
now  be  enacted  due  to  the  time  element. 

In  this  troubled  world  of  today  it  is 
highly  essential  that  our  agricultural 
economy  be  amply  protected  in  every 
way.  Agriculture  is  the  Nation’s  basic 
industry.  Whatever  the  Congress  does 
in  the  matter  of  farm  legislation  most 
certainly  reflects  on  the  production  of 
food  in  this  country.;  If  we  give  the 
farmers  of  America  the  assurance  they 
need  in  the  way  of  legislation  and  if  they 
have  confidence  that  the  agricultural 
economy  of  this  country  is  amply  pro¬ 
tected,  you  may  be  sure  they  will  con¬ 
tinue  the  job  of  feeding  not  only  this 
country  but  also  a  large  portion  of  the 
world.  In  my  judgment,  the  time  for 
action  is  now;  and  I  sincerely  hope  that 
the  committees  of  Congress  having  juris¬ 
diction  of  these  matters  will  give  them 
their  prompt  and  favorable  consideration. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  due  to 
the  fact  that  the  Subcommittee  of  In¬ 
terior  Appropriations  is  holding  hear¬ 
ings,  I  have  been  obliged  to  be  in  attend¬ 
ance  with  that  committee  most  of  the 


time  today.  However,  I  did  have  the 
privilege  of  hearing  the  remarks  made 
today  by  my  colleague,  Congressman 
Hoeven,  of  my  own  State  of  Iowa,  and 
I  am  pleased  to  endorse  his  observation 
regarding  the  need  and  importance  of  a 
prosperous  agriculture  to  insure  a  pros¬ 
perous  Nation. 

Mr,  Speaker,  I  wish  to  compliment  the 
members  of  the  Agriculture  Subcommit¬ 
tee  of  Appropriations  for  the  very  fair 
amounts  in  this  bill  for  the  fiscal  year 
1949.  Especially  do  I  want  to  thank 
them  for  the  amount  of  funds  provided 
in  the  bill  for  the  Soil  Conservation 
Service,  which  is  of  such  great  im¬ 
portance  to  all  the  American  people. 

Mr.  HESELTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  my  purpose  in  taking 
the  floor  at  this  time  is  to  discuss  with 
the  chairman  and  member^ of  the  com¬ 
mittee  an  amendment  which  I  have 
previously  submitted  on  other  appropria¬ 
tion  bills.  It  had  been  my  thought  to 
offer  this  type  of  amendment  as  a  new 
section  204  at  the  end  of  the  bill: 

That  no  part  of  the  appropriations  con¬ 
tained  in  this  act  shall  be  tised  for  the 
purpose  of  converting  any  coal  heating  units 
to  oil  or  natural  gas  in  any  federally  owned 
or  rented  buildings  in  the  States  of  Con¬ 
necticut,  Delaware,  Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Mis- 
rouri,  Nebraska,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  North  Carolina,  North  Dakota,’ 
Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island’ 
South  Carolina,  South  Dakota,  Tennessee’ 
Vermont,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Wisconsin,’ 
and  the  District  of  Columbia. 

The  reason  for  mentioning  the  States 
Is  that  in  each  of  these  States  as  well 
as  the  District  of  Columbia  fuel  oil  coor¬ 
dinators  have  been  appointed  because  of 
the  possibility  of  hardship  conditions. 
Consequently  I  think  no  one  will  dispute 
the  fact  that  this  indicated  a  definite 
emergency  this  last  winter  and  perhaps 
even  now,  and  possibly  for  several  years 
to  come. 

However,  I  have  been  in  touch  with  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  and  have  just 
now  received  the  following  letter  from 
him: 

In  reply  to  your  telegram  of  March  17,  no 
conversions  are  contemplated  from  coal  to 
heating  oil  nor  are  any  new  heating  instal¬ 
lations  planned  for  the  use  of  oil  or  natural 
gas  out  of  funds  to  be  provided  in  the  pending 
appropriations  bill  for  the  Department  of 
Agriculture. 


,  .  ■*"**iV*»  xia  ay  j.  dalA  Lilt; 

chairman  of  the  committee  if  that  is 
also  the  intention  and  purpose  of  the 
committee?  If  so,  I  see  no  desirable  pur¬ 
pose  to  be  served  by  offering  the  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  can  assure  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Massachusetts  that  that  is 
the  purpose  of  the  committee,  and  I  am 
confident  it  is  the  purpose  of  the  De¬ 
partment  and  that  they  will  cooperate  in 
every  respect.  There  would  be  some  ob- 
jection  to  putting  an  amendment  in  the- 
bill  because,  first  of  all,  the  activities  of 
the  Department  are  so  far  flung,  rang¬ 
ing  from  Portland,  Maine,  to  Portland 
Oreg.,  and  from  Key  West  to  San  Diego.’ 

I  hey  have  these  facilities  scattered 
everywherer  If  there  were  a  limitation' 
in  the  bill,  it  might  hamstring  their"  ac- 
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tivities  on  a  single  small  facility  as  far 
away  as  Alaska.  However,  I  am  confi¬ 
dent  they  will  cooperate,  and  that  is  the 
purpose  and  spirit  of  the  committee 
also. 

Mr.  HESELTON.  I  thank  the  chair¬ 
man.  I  certainly  will  not  offer  the 
amendment. 

I  personally  regret  deeply  that  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Illinois  is  leaving  us.  It  is 
a  personal  loss  to  me,  and  I  know  it  is 
a  loss  to  all  of  the  Members  of  the  House. 

I  wish  him  every  success  in  recovering 
his  health  as  well  as  success  in  any  ac¬ 
tivity  which  he  chooses  to  take  up.  I 
hope  it  will  mean  that  he  will  be  back 
with  us  before  long.  I  am  sure  he  knows 
that  as  long  as  a  single  colleague  of  his 
remains  in  this  House,  he  will  find  a  cor¬ 
dial  welcome  whenever  he  comes  to  see 
us.  I  hope  that  will  be  very  frequently. 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 
word. 

(Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  revise  and  ex¬ 
tend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Chairman,  there  are  a  couple  of  things  in 
connection  with  this  legislation  that  I 
would  like  to  clear  up  with  the  distin¬ 
guished  Committee  on  Agricultural  Ap¬ 
propriations.  One  is  in  connection  with 
the  funds  provided  for  the  Farmers  Home 
Administration.  I  was  always  under  the 
impression  that  the  money  went  to  loans 
for  farmers  and  to  low-income  groups  in 
order  that  they  might  acquire  personal 
property.  I  find  there  are  certain 
amounts  of  this  money  that  have  been 
used  for  irrigation  purposes.  I  wonder 
if  some  member  of  -the  subcommittee 
could  clear  that  situation  up. 

Mr.  HORAN.  I  understand  there  is 
some  question  as  to  the  authority  in  law 
and  whether  it  is  broad  enough  to  do 
that  or  not.  In  replying  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Wisconsin,  I  might  say  that 
that  is  one  of  the  difficulties  that  Sub¬ 
committees  on  Appropriations  do  have, 
that  is  trying  to  clarify  these  things  so 
that  we  know  where  the  funds  are  going 
to  be  expended  and  whether  or  not  it  is 
consistent  with  the  intent  and  will  of  the 
Congress  when  the  act  was  originally 
passed.  That  is  why  we  sometimes  get 
rather  particular  in  our  questioning. 
This  is  one  of  those  items. 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  I  might 
say  to  the  gentleman  that  so  far  as  I 
can  make  out,  there  is  authority  in  the 
law,  but  I  cannot  understand  why  we 
should  have  two  appropriations  for  ir¬ 
rigating  land. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  I  yield. 
Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Of  course  the  Farm 
Security  Administration  now  known  as 
the  Farm  Home  Administration  has  al¬ 
ways  carried  on  this  function  of  provid¬ 
ing  wat«r  facilities  for  arid  and  semiarid 
lands.  In  pursuance  of  that,  there  is  a 
certain  type  of  irrigation  work  which 
they  do  which  is  limited  in  dollar  amount 
and  in  character  so  that  there  is  no  du¬ 
plication  of  the  irrigation  services  in  the 
Department  of  the  Interior.  I  think  a 
line  of  demarcation  is  very  clear.  I  think 
the  Farm  Home  Administration  has 
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abided  by  that  limitation  and  in  the  main 
has  done  rather  useful  work,  both  in 
making  loans  and  rendering  expert  engi¬ 
neering  advice  in  connection  with  the 
various  irrigation  projects. 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  Then  the 
only  issue  is  whether  the  money  should 
be  used  for  irrigation  or  should  be  loaned 
to  low-income  people? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  No;  that  is  no  issue 
here,  because  each  one  of  these  functions 
is  expressly  authorized,  and  when  the 
matter  was  considered  by  the  subcom¬ 
mittee  they  considered  the  item  as  justi¬ 
fied  so  that  comes  as  a  separate  item  on 
which  the  committee  passed  in  order  to 
determine  how  much  money  they  should 
have  for  that  particular  function.  But 
there  is  no  particular  relationship  to  the 
lending  of  money  as  such. 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  Of 
course,  if  they  use  it  for  irrigation  pur¬ 
poses,  they  cannot  lend  it  to  somebody 
at  the  same  time  to  start  a  farm.  They 
cannot  use  the  same  dollar  twice. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Except  that  this  is  an 
authorized  function  of  the  Farmers 
Home  Administration. 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  I  am  not 
disputing  the  legality  of  it.  I  am  saying 
that  it  cannot  be  used  for  two  purposes. 
If  it  is  used  for  one  purpose,  it  cannot  be 
used  for  the  other. 

Mr.  HORAN.  In  further  clarification, 
I  think  it  should  be  borne  in  mind  that 
the  work  of  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation 


I  might  say  it  shows  that  a  bushel  of 
wheat  has  18  cents  worth  of  fertilizer  in 
it.  I  do  not  want  to  say  that  because  we 
ship  400,000,000  bushels  of  wheat  out  of 
the  United  States  that  we  are  shipping 
72,000,000  worth  of  fertilizer  or  fertility 
from  the  soils  of  our  country,  because 
that  would  not  be  giving  the  exact  true 
picture.  The  loss  of  fertility  could  take 
place  if  this  wheat  was  consumed  in  the 
United  States.  All  the  nitrogen  that  is 
in  the  wheat  does  not  come  from  the 
fertilizer  that  is  purchased.  Much  of 
it  comes  from  the  legumes  raised  by  the 
farmers.  It  is  probably  raised  much 
cheaper  than  the  amount  per  pound  in 
commercial  fertilizer. 

I  also  have  the  figures  for  tobacco. 
It  shows  that  tobacco  is  practically  1 
cent  a  pound  in  fertilizer  value. 

If  only  the  bales  of  cotton  are  shipped, 
there  is  very  little  fertilizer  sold  from 
the  farm. 

I  put  that  in  to  shoW  that  we  must 
give  some  consideration  to  what  is  being 
taken  out  of  the  land  in  comparison  to 
what  is  being  put  back. 


3181 

is  limited  to  the  Western  States  whereas 
there  may  be  a  call  for  certain  irrigation 
facilities  in  the  entire  United  States 
where  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  does 
not  function  and  where  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  already  had  facilities  and 
personnel. 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  I  thank 
the  gentleman  very  much. 

Another  point  that  I  would  like  to  clear 
up  at  this  time  is  in  connection  with  the 
agricultural  bill  because  there  is  so  much 
said  every  year  in  connection  with  soil 
conservation.  I  have  a  letter  from  the 
Department  showing  the  amount  and 
value  of  different  crops  so  far  as  the 
fertilizer  content  is  concerned.  At  the 
proper  time  I  will  get  permission  to  put 
the  letter  in  at  this  point. 

The  letter  is  as  follows; 

March  14,  1948. 

Hon.  Reid  F.  Murray, 

House  of  Representatives. 

Dear  Mr.  Murray:  This  acknowledges  your 
letter  of  February  24,  1948,  requesting  in¬ 
formation  concerning  the  fertilizer  value  of 
nitrogen,  phosphoric  acid,  potash,  and 
calcium  carbonate  in  wheat,  tobacco  leaves, 
and  cotton. 

The  amount  of  these  nutrient  elements 
removed  by  a  giyen  crop  varies  somewhat 
with  the  fertility  of  the  soil  itself  and  the 
growing  conditions  of  the  crop.  Based  on 
analyses  by  several  authorities,  the  average 
values  for  the  plant  food  in  the  three  crops 
have  been  obtained  with  the  use  of  the  prices 
specified  by  you  and  are  given  in  the  follow¬ 
ing  table: 


Sincerely  yours, 

Charles  F.  Erannan, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Mur¬ 
ray]  has  expired. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Insect,  investigations:  For  the  investiga¬ 
tion  of  insects  affecting  fruits,  grapes,  nuts, 
trees,  shrubs,  forests  and  forest  products, 
truck  and  garden  crops,  cereal,  forage  and 
range  crops,  cotton,  tobacco,  sugar  plants, 
ornamental  and  other  plants  and  agricul¬ 
tural  products,  household  possessions,  and 
man  and  animals;  for  bee  culture  and  apiary 
management;  for  classifying,  identifying,  and 
collecting  information  to  determine  the  dis¬ 
tribution  and  abundance  of  insects;  for  in¬ 
vestigations  in  connection  with  introduction 
of  natural  enemies  of  injurious  insects  and 
related  pests  and  for  the  exchange  with  other 
countries  of  useful  and  beneficial  insects  and 
other  arthropods;  for  developing  methods, 
equipment,  and  apparatus  to  aid  in  enforcing 
plant  quarantines  and  in  the  eradication  and 
control  of  insect  pests  and  plant  diseases; 
and  for  investigations  of  insecticides  and 
fungicides,  including  methods  of  their  man¬ 
ufacture  and  use  and  the  effects  of  their 
application,  $3,019,800. 

Mr.  FARRINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman, 
I  move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 


Value  of  nutrients  in  crops  1 


Crops 

Nitrogen 

Phosphoric 

acid 

Potash 

Calcium 

carbonate 

Total 
cents  4 

Pounds 

Cents 

Pounds 

Cents 

Pounds 

Cents 

Pounds 

Cents 

Wheat  grain,  1  bushel,  60  pounds . 

Tobacco  leaves,  1  pound . . . 

Cotton,  lint,  1  bale,  500  pounds . - 

1.2 

.04 

1.00 

12.0 

A 

10.0 

0. 51 
.112 
.50 

4.6 

.11 

4.5 

0.  25 
.072 
3. 15 

l.§ 

.43 

18.9 

1.2 

.16 

.89 

0. 36 
.04 
.22 

18. 46 
.98 
33.62 

1  U omen l  OI  nuiriems  uaseu  uu  uaia  iuuiiki  auu  wvp  — .  —  •  - J  * -  -  — * 

tion  of  Crops,  US  DA  Miscellaneous  Publication  No.  369.  .  n  nn  ,  ^  .  , 

2  Values:  N  at  10  cents  per  pound;  P2O5  at  9  cents  per  pound;  K2O  at  6  cents  per  pound,  CaC03  at  $G  per  ton  for 
nuhoat  dpi*  t.rm  for  tobacco  and  cotton 
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Mr.  Chairman,  on  page  15  of  the  com¬ 
mittee’s  report  on  this  bill  there  appears 
in  the  paragraph  under  the  heading 
“Bureau  of  Entomology  and  Plant  Quar¬ 
antine”  the  following  sentence: 

The  committee  has  approved  the  sums 
set  up  in  the  budget  for  the  several  work 
projects  for  1949,  with  the  exception  that 
$50,000  is  earmarked  for  mango  fruitfly  in¬ 
vestigations  in  Hawaii. 

I  wish  to  ask  the  chairman  of  the  sub¬ 
committee  if  I  am  correct  in  understand¬ 
ing  that  it  is  the  purpose  of  the  commit¬ 
tee  to  require  the  Bureau  of  Entomology 
and  Plant  Quarantine  to  initiate,  with 
this  amount  of  money,  a  program  to 
combat  the  infestations  of  the  mango 
fruitfly  in  Hawaii. 

Mr.  DIRKSE'N.  I  may  say  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  that  was  the  specific  intent  of 
the  committee,  for  after  the  gentleman 
from  Hawaii  had  made  his  representa¬ 
tion,  the  committee  was  persuaded  that 
here  was  an  infestation  that  carried 
somewhat  of  a  danger,  not  only  to  the 
Territory  of  Hawaii,  but  to  continental 
United  States  as  well,  bepause  it  is  a 
hardy  insect  that  can  live  in  northern 
latitudes,  and  may  in  time  give  us  a 
great  deal  of  trouble.  So  we  are  happy 
to  cooperate  in  the  matter.  It  is  with 
some  regret  perhaps  that  the  amount  is 
not  much  larger,  but  at  least  it  will  en¬ 
able  a  start  to  be  made  in  the  various 
islands  where  the  infestation  is  quite 
evident. 

Mr.  FARRINGTON.  I  wish  to  thank 
the  Chairman  and  the  Members  of  the 
Committee  for  the  action  taken  on  this 
request,  as  the  presence  of  this  fly  in 
Hawaii,  the  result  of  the  rapid  develop¬ 
ment  during  the  war  of  air  transporta¬ 
tion  across  the  Pacific,  has  been  the 
cause  of  very  great  alarm  among  all  of 
the  scientists  familiar  with  the  dangers 
of  this  insect. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FARRINGTON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  I  am 
glad  the  gentleman  is  bringing  this  out. 

I  think  it  should  be  said  in  fairness  to 
the  Delegate  from  Hawaii,  that  it  was 
the  respect  which  he  deserves  on  the 
part  of  the  committee  that  made  it  pos¬ 
sible  to  put  this  item  in,  because  the 
figures  available  at  that  time  were  not 
adequate.  It  was'  the  statement  of  the 
gentleman  from  Hawaii  that  really  put 
-the  item  in  the  budget.  Subsequent  to 
that,  the  gentleman  himself  secured  and 
furnished  to  the  committee  evidence 
which  proves  the  seriousness  of  this 
threat,  which  is  decidedly  the  most  dan¬ 
gerous  of  the  fruitfly  family,  and  one 
which  could  cause  greater  destruction 
in  the  States  of  the  United  States  than 
the  Mediterranean  fruitfly  or  any  of  the 
others  of  that  family.  It  is  not  a  ques- 
Hawaii  asking  for  something  for 
itself,  but  of  Hawaii  standing  as  a  bar¬ 
rier  in  protection  of  Arizona,  Florida 
Louisiana,  Texas,  and  California. 

The  method  of  correcting  this,  of 
meeting  the  threat,  is  to  find  a  natural 
enemy  of  the  mango  fruitfly.  It  is  that 
for  which  the  gentleman  from  Hawaii 
is  pleading,  and  not  for  anything  in  the 
way  of  a  selfish  interest. 

Mr.  FARRINGTON.  I  thank  the  gen- 
tleman  from  California  and  yield  back 
the  balance  of  my  time. 


The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Insect  and  plant-disease  control:  For  car¬ 
rying  out  operations  or  measures  to  eradi¬ 
cate,  suppress,  control,  or  to  prevent  or  re¬ 
tard  the  spread  of  Japanese  beetle,  sweet- 
potato  weevil,  Mexican  fruitflies,  phony  peach 
and  peach  mosaic,  cereal  rusts,  and  pink  boll- 
worm  and  Thurberia  weevil,  including  the 
enforcement  of  quarantine  regulations  and 
cooperation  with  States  to  enforce  plant 
quarantines  as  authorized  by  the  Plant  Quar¬ 
antine  Act  of  August  20,  1912,  as  amended 
(7  U.  S.  C.  151-167) ,  and  including  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  such  cotton-free  areas  as  may 
be  necessary  to  stamp  out  any  infestation 
of  the  pink  bollworm  as  authorized  by  the 
act  of  February  8,  1930  (46  Stat.  67),  and  for 
the  enforcement  of  domestic  plant  quaran¬ 
tines  through  inspection  in  transit,  including 
the  interception  and  disposition  of  ma¬ 
terials  found  to  have  been  transported  in¬ 
terstate  in  violation  of  ‘Federal  plant  quar¬ 
antine  laws  or  regulations,  and  operations 
under  the  Terminal  Inspection  Act  (7  U.  S.  C. 
166),  $2,586,200:  Provided,  That  no  part  of 
this  appropriation  shall  be  used  to  pay  the 
cost  or  value  of  trees,  farm  animals,  farm 
crops,  or  other  property  injured  or  destroyed: 
Provided  further,  That,  in  the  discretion  of 
the  Secretary,  no  part  of  this  appropriation 
shall  be  expended  for  the  control  of  sweet- 
potato  weevil  in  any  State  until  such  State 
has  provided  cooperation  necessary  to  ac¬ 
complish  this  purpose,  or  for  barberry  era¬ 
dication  until  a  sum  or  sums  at  least  equal  to 
such  expenditures  shall  have  been  appro¬ 
priated,  subscribed,  or  contributed  by  States, 
counties,  or  local  authorities,  or  by  indivi¬ 
duals  or  organizations  for  the  accomplish¬ 
ment  of  this  purpose. 


Mr.  BEALL.  Mr.  Chairman,  an  im¬ 
ported  insect,  the  Japanese  beetle,  at¬ 
tacks  over  300  species  of  plants.  It  does 
its  major  damage  to  turf,  pastures,  corn, 
soybeans,  and  fruit.  In  addition,  it  de¬ 
stroys  the  foliage  of  many  shade  trees 
and  shrubs  and  is  a  nuisance  in  addition 
to  being  a  serious  economic  menace.  It 
has  spread  over  most  of  the  eastern 
United  States,  as  far  south  as  South  Car¬ 
olina  and  west  to  Illinois.  The  major 
damage  is  confined  to  northern  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  Connecticut,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Maryland,  and  Virginia.  Most  of 
the  States  have  some  program  of  public 
assistance  in  reducing  the  infestation 
and  injuries.  Maryland  has  been  in  the 
forefront  of  this  fight.  They  have  been 
expending  $80,000  to  $100,000  annually. 

Maryland’s  funds  have  been  spent  in 
a  cooperative  endeavor  between  the  Fed¬ 
eral,  State,  and  county  agencies  to  retard 
the  spread  and  reduce  the  population  of 
beetles  and  damage.  Maryland  has  as  its 
fundamental  objective  the  establishment 
of  parasites  with  the  expectation  of  ulti¬ 
mately  reducing  this  imported  pest  to  the 
status  of  a  native  pest.  However,  this 
does  not  provide  immediate  protection  to 
crops  in  the  newly  infested  areas  of 
Maryland  but  is  gradually  reducing  dam¬ 
age  in  the  old  infested  areas.  Last  year 
in  Montgomery  County  alone  the  damage 
to  corn  was  $250,000.  Thus,  an  emer¬ 
gency  is  present  and  the  funds  available 
are  not  adequate  to  meet  the  situation 
The  Maryland  Board  of  Public  Works 
made  available  an  extra  $14,000  this 
year;  Montgomery  County,  $10,000;  and 
Frederick  County,  $6,000.  As  this  is  a 
cooperative  effort  in  which  the  Bureau 
of  Entomology  and  Plant  Quarantine  has 
participated  in  the  past  by  the  contribu¬ 
tion  oi  services,  labor,  and  equipment, 
we  hope  that  this  assistance  can  be  in¬ 


creased  rather  than  decreased,  as  we  are 
led  to  believe  will  he  the  case.  Through 
unfamiliarity  of  the  Maryland  entomolo¬ 
gists  with  the  procedure,  a  request  for 
additional  funds  was  not  presented  to  the 
Subcommittee  on  Agriculture  of  the  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committee.  It  has  now 
been  brought  to  my  attention  in  the 
hope  that  the  need  may  be  presented  to 
the  House.  There  is  great  need  for  as¬ 
sistance  in  the  cooperative  suppressive 
measures  that  are  being  prosecuted  vig¬ 
orously  by  Maryland,  and  for  which  no 
funds  appear  to  be  available  in  the  1949 
appropriation  bill.  The  funds  for  con¬ 
trol  work,  we  are  informed,  are  for  quar¬ 
antine,  scouting,  and  suppressive  meas¬ 
ures  only  in  States  where  new  establish¬ 
ments  have  been  found  and  for  research. 
Suppressive  measures  in  the  old  areas 
will  not  only  reduce  the  serious  losses  to 
crops  but  will  reduce  the  population  that 
serves  as  the  reservoir  from  which  new 
infestations  derive  their  origin. 

Thus,  suppressive  measures  in  Mary¬ 
land  tend  to  protect  other  States,  par¬ 
ticularly  to  the  south  and  west.  Funds 
should  be  available  to  enable  the  Bureau 
of  Entomology  and  Plant  Quarantine  to 
cooperate  in  suppressive  measures  in  any 
State  that  has  a  definite  State  program 
of  combating  this  serious  enemy  of  the 
farmer,  florist,  nurseryman,  and  house¬ 
holder  interested  in  maintaining  the 
beauty  of  his  lawns  and  shade  trees. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

National  forest  protection  and  manage¬ 
ment:  For  the  administration,  protection 
use,  maintenance,  improvement,  and  devel¬ 
opment  of  the  national  forests,  including  the 
establishment  and  maintenance  of  forest  tree 
nurseries,  including  the  procurement  of  tree 
seed  and  nursery  stock  by  purchase,  produc¬ 
tion,  or  otherwise,  seeding  and  tree  planting 
and  the  care  of  plantations  and  young 
giowth;  the  operation  and  maintenance  of 
aircraft  and  the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed 
four;  the  maintenance  of  roads  and  trails 
and  the  construction  and  maintenance  of  all 
other  improvements  necessary  for  the  proper 
and  economical  administration,  protection 
development,  and  use  of  the  national  forests’ 
including  experimental  areas  under  Forest 
Service  administration,  except  that  where 
in  the  opinion  of  the  Secretary,  direct  pur¬ 
chases  will  be  more  economical  than  con¬ 
struction,  improvements  may  be  purchased; 
the  construction  (not  to  exceed  $10  000  for 
any  one  structure),  equipment,  and  main¬ 
tenance  of  sanitary  and  recreational  facili¬ 
ties;  timber  cultural  operations;  develop¬ 
ment  and  application  of  fish  and  game  man¬ 
agement  plans;  propagation  and  transplant¬ 
ing  of  plants  suitable  for  planting  on  semi- 
arid  portions  of  the  national  forests;  esti¬ 
mating  and  appraising  of  timber  and  other 
resources  and  development  and  application 
of  plans  for  their  effective  management  sale 
and  use;  examination,  classification,  survey¬ 
ing,  and  appraisal  of  land  incident  to  effect¬ 
ing  exchanges  authorized  by  law  and  of  lands 
within  the  boundaries  "of  the  national  for¬ 
ests  that  may  be  opened  to  homestead  settle¬ 
ment  and  entry  under  the  act  of  June  11, 
1906,  and  the  act  of  August  10,  1912  (16* 

U.  S.  C.  506-509),  as  provided  by  the  act  of 
March  4,  1913  (16  U.  S.  C.  512);  investiga¬ 
tion  and  establishment  of  water  rights,  in¬ 
cluding  the  purchase  thereof  or  of  lands  or 
interests  in  lands  or  rights-of-way  for  use 
and  protection  of  water  rights  necessary  or 
beneficial  in  connection  with  the  adminis¬ 
tration  and  public  use  of  the  national  for- 
ests;  and  all  expenses  necessary  for  the  use, 
maintenance,  improvement,  protection,  and 
general  administration  of  the  national  for¬ 
ests,  $24,639,175,  of  which  not  to  exceed 
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$25,000  shall  be  available  for  the  purchase 
of  one  nursery  site. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Barrett:  On 
page  38,  line  16,  strike  out  “$24,639,175”  and 
insert  “$24,889,175.” 

Mr.  BARRETT.  Mr.  Chairman - 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield  for  a  consent  re¬ 
quest? 

Mr.  BARRETT.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on 
this  amendment  close  in  20  minutes,  the 
last  3  to  be  reserved  to  the  committee. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Illinois  asks  that  all  debate  on  this 
amendment  including  the  5  minutes  al¬ 
lotted  to  the  gentleman  from  Wyoming, 
conclude  in  20  minutes,  the  last  3  being 
reserved  to  the  committee. 

Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

(Mr.  BARRETT  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  reyise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  BARRETT.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to  provide 
an  additional  $250,000  for  range  reseed¬ 
ing. 

During  the  past  30  years,  the  Forest 
Service  has  made  drastic  cuts  in  the  per¬ 
mitted  number  of  livestock  running  on 
the  forest  ranges  of  the  West.  In  fact, 
the  reductions  have  been  in  excess  of  50 
percent  and  the  Forest  Service  proposes 
further  reductions  during  the  next  3 
years.  The  average  fee  for  running  cat¬ 
tle  on  the  forests  has  been  increased  by 
30  percent  over  last  year’s  fees.  Fees  for 
sheep  have  increased  32  percent  over 
1947.  The  receipts  returned  to  the 
Treasury  from  the  users  of  the  forest 
range  in  1948  will  be  $500,000  higher  than 
in  1947. 

It  is  estimated  that  during  the  next 
fiscal  year  the  Forest  Service  could  ef¬ 
fectively  spend  approximately  $1,000,000 
for  range  revegetation.  About  200,000 
acres  of  national-forest  range  have  al¬ 
ready  been  artificially  reseeded.  This 
work  is  no  longer  in  the  experimental 
stage.  It  is  estimated  that  approximate¬ 
ly  4,000,000  acres  of  pur  national  forests 
should  be  reseeded.  The  Forest  Service 
states  that  it  has  been  demonstrated  that 
these  lands  can  be  restored  to  production 
within  2  or  3  years  and  made  to  support 
from  five  to  ten  times  the  number  of 
livestock. 

Mr.  Chairman,  since  1943  the  sheep 
population  of  this  country  has  decreased 
from  49,000,000  head  to  something  less 
than  31,000,000  head  today.  The  cattle 
population  of  this  country  has  decreased 
from  85,000,000  head  in  1945  to  about 
78,000,000  head  today.  In  addition  to 
that,  we  can  no  longer  ship  cattle  from 
Mexico  to  this  country  because  of  the 
foot-and-mouth  disease  now  spreading 
like  wildfire  in  that  country.  So  we  are 
cut  off  from  our  normal  supply  of  500,- 
000  head  of  cattle  each  year  from  Mexico. 

Mr.  Chairman,  over  400,000,000  of  the 
800,000,000  acres  in  the  11  Western  States 
belong  to  the  Federal  Government.  In 
my  State  the  Federal  Government  owns 
80  percent  of  the  minerals  under  all  the 


lands  within  the  borders  of  the  State. 
The  Government  receives  terrific  income 
from  these  public  lands.  As  long  as  the 
Government  retains  the  ownership  and 
the  dominion  and  control  of  these  lands 
it  seems  to  me  that  it  must  assume  the 
obligation  of  protecting  and  improving 
these  lands  so  as  to  help  produce  suffi¬ 
cient  feed  to  properly  take  care  of  the 
livestock  industry,  which  is  the  center  of 
the  economy  of  the  Western  States. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  program  of  reseed¬ 
ing  should  have  been  instituted  a  long 
time  ago.  It  should  have  been  operating 
on  a  large  scale  at  least  10  years  ago.  It 
will  take  a  long  time  to  reseed  the  4,000,- 
000  acres  of  forest  lands  which  need  re¬ 
vegetation  today.  I  hope  that  this  Com¬ 
mittee  will  accept  my  amendment  to  in¬ 
crease  this  appropriation  by  $250,000.  If 
this  is  done,  I  am  sure  that  the  Forest 
Service  can  inaugurate  a  program  of  re¬ 
seeding  on  an  orderly  scale  so  that  we  can 
look  forward  to  the  day  when  increases 
instead  of  decreases  in  the  permitted 
number  of  livestock  will  be  in  order  from 
the  forest  supervisors  of  the  West. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Utah  [Mr. 
Granger], 

(Mr.  GRANGER  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  GRANGER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am 
glad  to  join  the  gentleman  from  Wyo¬ 
ming  in  support  of  his  amendment  to  in¬ 
crease  the  amount  for  reseeding  an  addi¬ 
tional  $250,000.  It  is  an  infinitesimal 
amount,  to  be  sure,  but  as  the  gentleman 
from  Wyoming  said,  our  forests  generally 
have  been  neglected.  It  is  the  policy  to 
operate  our  forests  on  a  sustaining-yield 
basis.  This  means  that  there  shall  not 
be  taken  off  any  more  timber  than  we 
can  plant  or  grow.  We  have  made  some 
progress  in  that  direction,  but  in  our 
travels  over  the  public  lands  of  the  coun¬ 
try  we  have  discovered  that  very  little 
has  been  done  to  replace  the  grass  that 
has  been  trampled  out. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  a  relatively  new 
program.  It  is  something  that  should 
have  been  inaugurated  years  ago  because 
we  cannot  go  on  continually  taking  some¬ 
thing  out  of  the  soil  and  never  putting 
anything  back.  I  hope  that  the  members 
of  the  committee  on  both  sides  of  the 
aisle  will  recognize  the  justice  of  this 
amendment:  that  it  is  in  the  national  in¬ 
terest  and  will  wholeheartedly  support 
it.  To  keep  the  topsoil  in  place  by  a 
grass  sod  is  the  first  fundamental  in  flood 
control.  The  more  money  we  spend  to 
plant  grass  in  our  public  and  private  for¬ 
ests  the  less  we  will  be  compelled  to  spend 
for  flood  control,  flood  losses,  erosion, 
and  other  soil-conservation  practices.  I 
hope  the  amendment  will  be  approved. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Colorado  [Mr. 
Rockwell], 

Mr.  ROCKWELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
rise  in  support  of  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Wyoming  [Mr. 
Barrett]  .  As  he  stated,  the  subcommit¬ 
tee  of  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands 
made  trips  throughout  11  of  the  Western 
States  last  summer.  Among  these  hear¬ 
ings  several  were  held  having  to  do  en¬ 
tirely  with  the  Forest  Service.  We 
found  that  in  some  instances  livestock 


permits  on  forest  ranges  had  been  dras¬ 
tically  cut  by  the  Forest  Service.  The 
reason  given  was  that  the  ranges  were 
deteriorated:  that  they  had  been  ovejr- 
grazed  in  the  past  and  needed  rejuvena¬ 
tion.  Even  on  those  ranges  where  do¬ 
mestic  stock  has  been  reduced,  it  was 
shown  that  there  was  not  the  improve¬ 
ment  in  forage  that  should  have,  been 
made.  The  answer  seems  to  be  a  pro¬ 
gram  of  the  reseeding  and  the  rehabili¬ 
tation  of  those  ranges.  The  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Wyo¬ 
ming  raises  from  $543,046  to  $793,046  the 
amount  to  be  used  next  year  on  the 
national  forests  for  range  reseeding. 
Research  conducted  by  the  Forest  Serv¬ 
ice  in  the  last  two  or  three  years  has 
demonstrated  that  this  money  can  be 
used  most  profitably  and  that  the  range 
forage  will  increase  from  four  to  ten 
times  what  it  was  before.  If  this  pro¬ 
gram  is  followed,  there  will  be  an  in¬ 
crease  in  the  Federal  income  from  graz¬ 
ing  on  those  lands ;  it  will  save  the  stock 
men  from  receiving  further  livestock 
cuts  on  those  ranges  the  forest  officials 
consider  to  have  lack  of  forage;  and  it 
will  help  conserve  the  much-needed  wa¬ 
ter  that  is  so  desperately  needed  in  the 
lower  valleys. 

(Mr.  ROCKWELL  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Washington 
[Mr.  Horan], 

Mr.  HORAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  is 
an  item  that  I  have  been  interested  in  for 
a  long  while.  I  returned  from  a  series 
of  hearings  out  West  on  the  cost  of  liv¬ 
ing  and  the  high  price  of  beef  and  the 
low  state  of  our  grain  supply  last  fall 
with  a  feeling  that  something  construc¬ 
tive  and  more  or  less  all-embracing 
should  be  done  about  a  study  of  the  ex¬ 
tent  of,  the  condition  and  the  value  and 
the  need  for  taking  care  of  our  water¬ 
sheds  and  our  ranges.  Consequently,  I 
directed  letters  to  three  departments  and 
to  TVA  last  fall  to  find  out  who  had  pub¬ 
lic  lands  that  were  classified  as  grazing 
lands.  You  will  find  a  table  of  this  on 
page  406  of  par^  1  of  our  hearings.  It 
may  surprise  some  of  you  to  know  that 
the  Department  of  the  Interior  has  graz¬ 
ing  lands  that  are  administered  by  five 
different  divisions  of  that  Department. 
We  find  grazing  lands  being  administered 
by  two  different  divisions  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agricultui’e.  Strange  as  it  may 
seem  to  you,  the  Department  of  National 
Defense  has  over  6,000,000  acres  of  graz¬ 
ing  land,  and  TVA,  which  apparently 
takes  the  best  care  of  them,  because  they 
get  the  highest  fees  per  acre,  has  about 
40,000  acres  of  grazing  land.  When  I  got 
this  chart  I  was  interested  to  know  what 
the  amount  of  it  was.  In  public  lands 
alone  there  are  over  300,000,000  acres 
classified  as  grazing  lands.  It  may  in¬ 
terest  you  to  know,  and  it  should  make  it 
easier  to  vote  for  this  amendment,  that 
we  take  in  about  $6,500,000  per  year  in 
grazing  lands.  That  is  all  in  the  chart. 
I  also  inquired  as  to  the  amount  of  range 
improvement  work,  protective  work,  if 
you  please,  that  was  carried  on,  and  you 
will  find  that  in  an  additional  chart  on 
page  407  of  the  hearings.  Believe  me, 
these  grazing  lands  are  important  to  the 
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whole  Nation,  because  they  are  an  in¬ 
tegral  and  important  part  of  our  water¬ 
sheds.  You  are  not  alone  protecting  and 
helping  the 'supply  of  beef  and  the  live¬ 
stock  of  this  country  by  voting  to  im- 


The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
DirksenL 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.-  Mr.  Chairman,  let  me 
say  in  behalf  of  my  esteemed  friend  from 
the  great  open  spaces  of  Wyoming  that 
when  he  and  his  colleagues  in  the  House, 
along  with  some  very  reputable  repre¬ 
sentatives  of  the  livestock  industry  in  the 
far  West,  came  before  the  committee, 
the  subcommittee  was  deeply  impressed. 
It  is  a  matter  of  regret  that  that  item 
has  not  had  more  exploration  both  in 
the  Department  and  in  the  subcommittee. 
I  find  my  resistance  weak  in  seeking  to 
refute  the  amendment.  I  may  say  can¬ 
didly  I  would  have  no  objection  if  the 
amendment  were  adopted. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Wyoming. 

Mr .  BARRETTi  May  I  say  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  that  the  West  has  always  been 
very  appreciative  of  the  high  service  the 
distinguished  gentleman  from  Illinois 
has  rendered  his  country.  We  appreci¬ 
ate  the  splendid  way  in  which  the  gen¬ 
tleman  has  cooperated  in  the  solution  of 
western  problems.  We  are  very  sorry 
indeed  to  know  that  the  gentleman  has 
decided  not  to  stand  for  reelectiOn.  We 
will  miss  him  in  the  years  that  lie  ahead. 
We  hope  that  the  time  will  come  when 
this  great  American  will  respond  to  the 
call  to  again  serve  the  Nation  on  the  floor 
of  this  House. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  am  grateful  to  my 
friend  from  Wyoming. 


prove  and  protect  the  ranges,  you  are 
also  protecting  for  future  use  the  water¬ 
sheds  of  the  Nation.  I  would  be  very 
happy  to  see  the  committee  accept  this 
amendment. 


One  gets  a  better  appreciation  of  the 
problems  out  there  in  proportion  as  he 
goes  to  see  the  problems.  Years  ago  I 
had  no  appreciation  of  what  water 
meant  to  a  good  many  otherwise  arid 
reaches  in  the  West.  I  had  no  clear 
appreciation  of  what  forestry  meant 
there  and  what  grass  means  on  the 
ranges.  When  all  is  said  and  done,  grass 
is  God’s  benediction  to  mankind.  It 
anchors  the  moisture  to  the  soil,  its  lush¬ 
ness  is  subsistence  for  livestock,  which 
tickles  the  succulent  taste  of  mankind, 
and,  of  course,  without  this  range  feed¬ 
ing,  we  would  be  at  pains  to  find  sub¬ 
sistence  for  the  great  livestock  popula¬ 
tion  of  the  country.  So  I  shall  not  resist 
too  sternly  the  proposal  to  add  $250,000 
to  the  bill  for  the  purpose  of  reseeding 
the  ranges  and  bringing  about  that  feed 
that  is  so  indispensable  to  a  continuation 
of  the  vast  livestock  industry  of  the  West. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Wyoming  [Mr.  Barrett]  . 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows 

Forest  products:  Experiments,  investiga¬ 
tions,  and  tests  of  forest  products  under  sec¬ 
tion  8,  at  the  Forest  Products  Laboratory  or 
elsewhere,  $1,000,000.  ’ 

Mr.  VURSELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I'want  to  compliment 
the  Subcommittee  of  the  Appropriations 
Committee  on  Agriculture  which  has 
brought  this  annual  appropriation  bill  to 
the  floor  of  the  House. 


These  men  by  their  years  of  training 
and  their  keen  interest  in  agriculture, 
are  among  the  most  competent  men  in 
the  Congress. 

This  committee  spends  weeks  in  tak¬ 
ing  testimony  from  the  most  reliable 
sources  as  to  the  amount  of  money  it 
would  seem  wise  to  spend  for  the  further 
promotion  of  agriculture. 

Elaving  owned  and  operated  farms, 
and  having  been  a  member  of  the  Farm 
Bureau  for  many  years,  I  realize  the  im¬ 
portance  of  agriculture  to  the  Nation.  I 
am  interested  in  keeping  agriculture  in 
a  sound  and  prosperous  condition.  Ag¬ 
riculture,  in  my  opinion,  is  the  most  im¬ 
portant  segment  of  the  economy  of  the 
Nation.  If  agriculture  is  neglected  to  the 
point  where  the  farmer’s  income  is  re¬ 
duced,  for  every  dollar  reduction  in  farm 
income  there  is  a  reduction  of  about  $7 
in  the  national  income. 

Statistics  during  the  past  20  years 
show  that  for  every  dollar  increase  in 
farm  income,  the  total  income  of  the  Na¬ 
tion  is  increased  seven  times  that 
amount.  Basic  wealth  comes  from  the 
land.  If  we  have  a  depression  in  the 
future  it  will  be  because  of  a  reduction 
in  farm  income.  If  we  can  keep  farm 
income  on  a  high  level  and  maintain  a 
prosperous  agriculture,  it  is  almost  im¬ 
possible  to  have  a  depression  in  this 
country. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  committee  has 
provided  for  soil  conservation.  If  we 
maintain  and  improve  the  fertility  of 
our  soil  we  add  to  the  wealth  of  the 
Nation  and  are  insuring  a  sufficient  food 
supply  for  the  future.  It  is  extremely  im¬ 
portant  that  we  expand  the  knowledge 
and  the  profits  that  accrue  from  the 
conservation  of  the  soil. 

I  was  particularly  pleased  to  note  that 
the  committee  has  written  into  this  bill 
$400,000,000  for  the  future  extension  of 
rural  electrification  to  the  farms  of  the 
Nation,  and  at  this  point  I  would  like  ■ 
to  point  out  that  the  administration  only 
requested  of  this  Congress  $300,000  000 

This  committee  in  its  desire  to  con-  ( 
tinue  the  extension  of  rural  eiectrifica-  j 
tion  to  the  farms  of  the  Nation  as  rapidly  ;• 
as  possible  has  very  wisely,  in  my  judg¬ 
ment,  written  into  this  bill  $100,000,000 
more  than  the  President  asked  for 
through  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget. 

Mr.  Chairman,  last  year  when  this  ap¬ 
propriation  bill  was  before  the  House,  the 
request  for  REA  funds  was  reduced  in 
the  House.  Many  of  the  best  friends  of 
agriculture  and  many  of  those  who  were 
keenly  interested  in  the  rapid  extension 
of  power  and  light  to  the  farmers,  voted 
for  that  reduction.  They  did  it  at  that 
time  because  they  felt  that  the  lack  of 
supplies  and  material  for  the  construe-  - 
tion  of  such  lines  was  so  scarce  that  they 
could  not  spend  all  of  the  money  re¬ 
quested.  Finally  when  the  House  and 
Senate  finished  that  legislation  the  total 
amount  requested  by  REA  was  reduced 
by  only  about  $25,000,000.  I  regret  that 
some  Members  of  the  House  and  others 
sought  to  criticize  the  Members  who 
made  that  slight  reduction  apparently 
in  the  hope  of  taking  a  political  advan¬ 
tage  of  many  who  were  economy-minded, 
and  who  believed  that  all  of  the  money 
had  been  appropriated  for  REA  that  the 
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Department  and  bureau 


Number  of 


Gross  revenue, 
1947 


Gross  revenue  anticipated, 
1948 


Interior: 

National  Park  Service . 

Indian  Affairs  _. . .. . 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Bureau  of  Reclamation _ 

Pish  and  Wildlife  Service . 

Defense: 

Army _ 

Navy . . . . . 

Agriculture: 

Forest  Service _ _ 

Soil  Conservation  Service . 

Tennessee  Valley  Authority . 

Total... . . . . 


1, 705,  780. 00 
44,311,000.00 
163,  784, 000. 00 
492,  791.32 
853,  207. 00 

3,017,427.00 
100,  287. 06- 

83, 165, 918. 00 
6, 493,893. 00 
39,  823. 00 


$13,776.67 
1, 438, 000.  00 
1, 058, 827. 00 
‘  56,890.58 
112, 140.  20 

1,069, 135.00 
-  69,578.00 

2, 293,  773. 00 
335, 000.  00 
44,378.00 


Same.  • 

Slightly  higher. 

$1,470,638. 

Same. 

Do. 

Slightly  higher. 

Do. 

$2,500,000. 

$440,000. 

Approximately  25  percent 
less.2 


303, 964, 126. 32 


6, 491, 498.  45 


Department  and  bureau 

Expended,  1947 

Estimated  improve¬ 
ments,  1948 

Research 

Improvements 

Interior: 

National  Park  Service . . . 

None . . 

None _ 

Indian  Affairs _ _ _ _ _ 

..do. . 

.$146,000 

$180,000. 

$858,000. 

None. 

Same. 

Slightly  higher. 

Do. 

Same  as  i947. 

$365,000. 

Approximately  25  percent 
less.2 

Bureau  of  Land  Management . . . 

$15,540 _ ‘ 

$794,350 

Bureau  of  Reclamation. . . . . 

None . 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. . 

Incidental  3__ 

$40  non 

Defense: 

Army . . 

Nominal..  . 

Navy . . 

. do . 

Agriculture: 

.  Forest  Service . . . 

$330,000... 

$535,000 

Soil  Conservation  Service . 

None  4 . 

$550,000 

Tennessee  Valley  Authority _ _ _ 

$30,000 

i  Calendar  year  1946. 

3  Reduced  acreage  expected. 

8  Some  benefit  from  research  for  wildlife  improvement. 
*  This  amount  included  under  improvements. 
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various  organizations  would  be  able  to 
spend  by  reason  of  the  short  supply  of 
merchandise. 

Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  would  like  to 
point  out  that  on  last  year  and  this  year 
combined,  as  a  total,  in  these  two  ses¬ 
sions  of  Congress,  when  this  bill  is  ap¬ 
proved,  we  will  have  authorized  $75,- 
000,000  more  for  the  extension  of  rural 
electrification  than  was  requested  by  the 
officials  of  REA  or  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  representing  the  President. 

Mr.  Chairman,  in  fact  may  I  point 
out  that  on  pages  506  and  507  of  the 
copy  of  the  hearings  which  were  held  on 
this  bill,  under  the  questioning  of  the 
gentleman  from  Minnesota,  Congress¬ 
man  Andersen,  chairman  of  the  sub¬ 
committee,  Mr.  Wickard  of  REA,  and  Mr. 
Roberts  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget, 
disclosed  in  their  testimony  that  they 
later  deeided  when  material  became 
more  accessible  that  they  would  ask  for 
a  supplemental  or  deficiency  appropria¬ 
tion  in  the  amount  of  $175,000,000  in  De¬ 
cember  1947,  which  was  turned  down  by 
the  administration.  And,  in  this  connec¬ 
tion,  I  submit  the  question  and  answers 
on  page  507  from  the  hearings  on  this 
bill  which  took  place  between  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Minnesota,  Congressman  An¬ 
dersen,  chairman  of  the  subcommittee, 
Mr.  Wickard  of  the  REA,  and  Mr.  Rob¬ 
erts  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  which 
represents  the  President,  as  to  the 
amount  of  money  the  administration  will 
approve  for  Government  expenses: 

Mr.  Wickard.  Yes,  sir.  May  I  explain  to 
you  what  I  think  is  the  policy  of  Congress 
so  far  as  I  understand  it. 

Mr.  Andersen.  Yes;  go  ahead,  sir. 

Mr.  Wickard.  1  have  felt  that  Congress 
wanted  to  electrify  rural  America  as  fast  as 
it  was  practical  to  do  so.  When  there  was 
an  improvement  _in  the  materials  situation, 
as  we  saw  it,  I  felt  that  I  should  make  the 
request  for  additional  funds,  because  I  was 
afraid  we  were  not  keeping  the  pipe  line  full 
to  keep  construction  going  at  the  optimum 
rate. 

Mr.  Andersen.  Now,  Mr.  Roberts,  will  you 
answer  me  as  to  why  the  Department  turned 
down  this  request  for  $175,000,000  in  De¬ 
cember,  or  any  part  thereof? 

Mr.  Roberts.  That  estimate,  Mr.  Andersen, 
was  given  very  careful  consideration  and, 
after  some  time,  it  was  determined  that  in 
view  of  the  over-all  budgetary  situation  that, 
at  least  for  the  time  being,  the  Department 
considered  it  not  advisable  to  send  it  for¬ 
ward  to  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget. 

Mr.  Andersen.  And  no  request  has  been 
made  in  the  form  of  a  deficiency  for  the 
1948  fiscal  year,  has  there,  Mr.  Roberts? 

Mr.  Roberts.  No;  there  has  not. 

Mr.  Chairman,  when  there  is  a  charge 
made  that  the  Republican  Congress  has 
not  been  sufficiently  liberal  with  REA  the 
record  shows  we  have  appropriated  $75,- 
000,000  during  last  year  and  this,  more 
than  was  requested  by  the  administra¬ 
tion  or  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  repre¬ 
senting  the  President. 

We  Members  of  Congress  want  to  ex¬ 
tend  rural  electrification  as  rapidly  as 
possible.  We  want  to  extend  soil  con¬ 
servation,  we  have  voted  many  millions 
for  the  extension  of  farm-to-market 
roads.  While  agriculture  is  of  vast  im¬ 
portance  to  everyone,  yet  there  is  flood 
control  in  which  many  farmers  are 
greatly  interested,  and  there  are  other 


departments  of  government  in  which  the 
farmers  are  interested,  and  important 
departments  of  government  that  do  not 
directly  touch  the  farmer  such  as  the 
Labor  Department,  Veterans’  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Social  Security,  and  dozens  of 
others.  The  Congress  must  appropriate 
for  and  supply  all  these  departments 
with  funds. 

When  we  Members  of  Congress  are 
called  upon  to  appropriate  $40,000,000,- 
000  that  is  requested  by  the  President 
this  year,  we  must,  in  the  interest  of  all 
the  people  of  the  Nation,  scrutinize  the 
requests  for  appropriations  and  loans 
closely  in  every  department  of  govern¬ 
ment.  Were  it  not  for  the  economy 
minded  Members  pf  this  Congress  who 
have  the  courage  to  deny  more  appro¬ 
priations  than  are  necessary,  we  would 
wreck  the  economy  of  this  country  and 
bankrupt  the  Nation  to  the  detriment  of 
everyone. 

(Mr.  VURSELL  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Davis  of  Wis¬ 
consin:  On  page  39,  line  12,  strike  out 
“$1,000,000”  and  insert  “$1,250,000.” 

(Mr.  DAVIS  of  Wisconsin  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  revise  and  ex¬ 
tend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  this  is  not  the  most  pleasant  duty 
that  any  Member  who  has  constantly 
urged  economy  in  Government  has  to 
perform.  But  I  do  feel  I  have  the  re¬ 
sponsibility  of  offering  this  amendment 
at  this  time.  It  raises  the  appropria¬ 
tion  for  the  Forest  Products  Laboratory 
at  Madison  from  $1,000,000  to  $1,250,000. 
I  would  like  to  give  a  little  bit  of  the 
history  of  this  station  at  Madison,  Wis, 
Last  year  the  original  appropriation  re¬ 
quested,  which  was  about  $1,500,000, 
was  cut  by  the  House  to  $1,000,000.  As 
a  result  of  a  conference  with  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  however,  a  figure  of  $1,250,000  was 
decided  upon.  This  year  that  same 
amount  has  been  requested,  and  once 
more  the  committee  has  reduced  it  to 
$1,000,000.  I  think  all  the  Members  of 
the  House  will  appreciate  that  I  am  not 
just  speaking  for  the  Forest  Products 
Laboratory  at  Madison  in  making  this 
request.  This  is  the  only  nerve  center 
for  forestry  research  in  the  United 
States.  There  are  seven  utilization  units 
throughout  the  country  which  work  to 
practicalize  the  developments  at  the 
laboratory.  This  is  an  institution  for 
the  benefit  of  all  who  are  interested  in 
forestry  and  the  utilization  of  forestry 
products.  I  think  it  well  to  point  out 
that  there  are  two  ends  to  this  pipe 
line  with  reference  to  the  use  of  forest 
products  in  this  country.  One  of  them 
is  the  angle  that  is  concerned  with  put¬ 
ting  things  into  the  supply  end,  the 
development  of  forestry  throughout  the 
entire  Nation.  The  other  end  of  that 
pipe  line  is  to  be  sure  that  we  are  mak¬ 
ing  the  best  use  of  the  products  that 
we  have.  How  are  we  going  to  do  that? 
How  are  we  going  to  see  that  these 


100,000,000  tons  of  forestry  products 
that  are  being  wasted  in  this  country 
at  the  present  time  because  they  are  not 
being  properly  utilized  will  be  saved? 

The  only  suggestion  I  have  to  offer  is 
that  we  give  our  support  to  the  research 
facilities  which  will  make  it  possible  for 
us  to  save  what  is  now  being  wasted. 
We  cannot  always  go  out  and  find  new 
sources  of  forestry  products,  but  we  can 
develop  ways  of  making  the  best  use 
of  those  resources  that  we  have.  The 
Forest  Products  Laboratory,  I  need  not 
remind  you,  did  a  magnificent  wartime 
job,  but  that  is  not  significant  to  us  here 
at  this  time.  What  is  significant,  how¬ 
ever,  is  that  during  this  war  period  of 
expanded  research,  the  Forest  Products 
Laboratory  opened  up  great  new  fields 
of  research  in  the  use  of  forestry  prod¬ 
ucts.  By  opening  up  that  field,  they 
have  developed  many  peacetime  uses. 
Right  now  they  are  working  on  a  great 
many  things  for  practical  peacetime  use. 
For  us  to  say  that  we  are  giving  them 
the  same  amount  that  we  gave  them 
several  years  ago  is  no  a'nswer,  because 
this  field  has  opened  up  to  the  point  that 
there  is  a  great  deal  of  good  that  can 
be  done  by  continuing  an  adequate  ap¬ 
propriation.  In  the  field  of  housing,  the 
development  of  industrial  alcohol  and 
liquid  fuels  arid  wood  sugars,  this  insti¬ 
tution  is  in  the  midst  of  important  re¬ 
search  that  should  not  be  discontinued. 
It  would  be  a  disservice  to  the  peopie  of 
this  country  if  that  were  to  be  done.  In 
the  past  there  has  been  some  difference 
of  opinion  regarding  the  administration 
of  this  institution,  but  under  Dr.  George 
Hunt,  who  is  now  in  charge  of  that  in¬ 
stitution,  there  can  be  no  reasonable  dif¬ 
ference  of  opinion  as  to  the  kind  of  prac¬ 
tical  job  that  is  being  done  there. 

May  I  say  this  is  not  a  personal  appeal 
for  the  Forest  Products  Laboratory  at 
Madison.  It  is  an  appeal  to  all  of  you 
who  are  interested  in  making  the  best 
use  of  the  forest  products  of  this  Nation. 
This  is  the  only  center  of  research  we 
have  for  that  purpose.  You  cannot  an¬ 
swer  by  saying  that  private  research 
should  do  the  job.  The  cold  fact  of  the 
matter  is  that  there  is  no  profit  in  having 
private  research  do  it.  It  is  a  public 
responsibility.  I  hope  you  will  join  me 
in  seeing  that  the  public  responsibility  is 
performed  by  restoring  what  I  consider 
to  be  an  unreasonable  cut  in  the  appro¬ 
priation  for  the  laboratory  at  Madison, 
Wis. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Wisconsin.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  Does  not  the 
gentleman  think  that  exactly  the  same 
argument  can  be  made  for  every  propo¬ 
sition  which  is  presented  to  us  in  favor 
of  additional  appropriations? 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Wisconsin.  No,  sir. 
This  is  an  important  research  project. 
Money  spent  here  is  a  money-saving 
project.  That  certainly  is  not  true  of 
all  of  the  large  appropriations  that  have 
passed  through  this  House  in  the  last 
year  and  are  passing  through  it  now. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Davis] 
has  expired. 
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Mr.  HORAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in 
support  of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  one  of  four 
reservations  regarding  the  Forest  Serv¬ 
ice  that  I  made  when  we  were  writing 
up  the  bill.  I  want  you  to  know  that  the 
work  of  this  Forest  Service  Products 
Laboratory  is  important  in  a  number  of 
ways,  but  I  would  like  to  justify  it  by 
just  mentioning  to  you  that  in  the  matter 
of  packaging  of  perishables,  like  apples, 
pears,  and  citrus  fruits  all  over  the 
United  States,  the  matter  of  the  box 
shook,  as  we  call  it,  is  becoming  an  in¬ 
creasingly  tight  item.  I  know  that  in 
the  Forest  Products  Laboratory  they  are 
seeking  the  ultimate  solution  to  the  in¬ 
creasingly  difficult  matter  of  buying  the 
box  shook.  That  is  the  material  you 
use  when  you  make  boxes.  They  are 
shook  in  the  knocked-down  form.  If 
they  do  nothing  more  than  solve  that 
one  very  tight  problem,  your  $250,000 
will  have  been  invested  wisely  in  the 
wealth  and  future  of  the  Nation. 

I  trust  you  will  accept  this  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin 
[Mr.  Davis], 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HORAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  When  I 
was  a  boy  I  lived  in  the  lumber  country  of 
Wisconsin  and  I  know  of  millions  and 
millions  of  tons  of  slabs  and  other  stuff 
that  went  down  into  the  burners  and 
was  burned  up.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  we 
have  learned  to  develop  masonite  and 
a  lot  of  other  things  from  waste  wood 
products?  The  purpose  of  this  labora¬ 
tory  is  to  expand  that  field  and  take  the 
place  of  lumber  from  this  waste  material. 
Do  you  think  this  is  a  fair  statement 
that  by  adding  a  quarter  of  a  million  dol¬ 
lars  we  might  find  a  way  to  produce 
millions  of  dollars’  worth  of  useful  wood 
products  that  would  otherwise  be  wasted? 

Mr.  HORAN.  That  is  certainly  true. 
Of  course,  when  you  say  1  percent  of 
the  Nation’s  remaining  forest  woods,  that 
is  an  enormous  amount.  That  is  the 
direction  in  which  this  laboratory  is 
working.  I  hope  you  will  accept  this 
amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Horan]  has  expired. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in 
opposition  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on 
this  amendment  close  in  10  minutes,  the 
last  5  minutes  to  be  reserved  to  the  com¬ 
mittee. 

Mr.  MACK.  I  would  like  5  minutes  on 
this  amendment. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
modify  the  request  to  make  it  15  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi¬ 
nois  [Mr.  Dkksen]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not 
have  to  tell  you  that  I  favor  every  prac¬ 
tical  agricultural  appropriation.  I  have 
economized  on  many  appropriations,  but 
I  have  never  economized  on  an  appro¬ 
priation  for  the  benefit  of  agriculture.  I 


thought  the  money  could  be  spent  to 
advantage. 

But,  Mr.  Chairman,  if  there  is  any 
item  in  this  entire  bill,  if  there  is  any¬ 
where  in  the  entire  jurisdiction  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  where  money 
is  being  wasted  it  is  here.  We  have  dealt 
with  this  agency  for  a  good  many  years, 
and  they  are  the  most  persistent  and 
plausible  propagandists  it  has  ever  been 
my  misfortune  to  deal  with.  As  a  mat¬ 
ter  of  fact  I  sometimes  wonder  how,  with 
their  indefatiguable  activity  in  this  re¬ 
spect  they  have  time  for  anything  else. 
I  remember  when  we  asked  them :  “What 
are  you  doing?”  They  said:  “Testing 
packages.”  “How  do  you  test  them?” 

They  said:  “We  raise  the  package  1 
foot  off  the  ground  and  drop  it.  Then 
we  raise  it  2  feet  off  the  ground  and  drop 
it.  Then  we  raise  it  3  feet  off  the  ground 
and  drop  it.” 

Some  time  ago  when  they  were  before 
us  they  were  enthusiastic  about  the 
prefabricated  houses  they  were  building. 
But  nothing  practical  ever  came  of  it. 

In  all  of  our  experience  with  this 
agency  I  do  not  recall  any  practical  re¬ 
sults  commensurate  with  the  vast 
amount  of  money  they  have  spent. 

Some  time  ago  a  man  from  the  State  of 
Washington  who  was  interested  in 
forestry  came  to  my  office  and  urged  an 
increased  appropriation  for  the  Madison 
Laboratory.  He  was  rather  indignant 
at  my  hesitation  in  assuring  him  of  my 
cooperation  pending  hearings  on  the  esti¬ 
mate.  On  his  way  back  home  to  the 
State  of  Washington  he  stopped  off  to 
visit  the  laboratory.  When  he  got  back 
home  he  wrote  me  a  letter  and  said,  “I 
want  you  to  forget  everything  I  said  about 
increasing  the  appropriations  for  the 
Madison  Laboratory.  He  said,  “I  do  not 
think  they  are  accomplishing  a  thing  of 
any  particular  value.” 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Wisconsin.  How  long 
ago  did  this  experience  occur? 

Mr.  CANNON.  It  was  some  time  ago. 
But  at  that  time  the  laboratory  had  been 
running  for  many  years  and  had  come 
before  us  every  year  asking  for  increased 
appropriation  with  no  record  of  results 
of  any  commercial  value. 

So,  Mr.  Chairman,  if  any  change  is 
made  in  this  amount,  it  ought  to  be  re¬ 
duced.  We  would  not  make  a  mistake 
if  we  cut  it  in  half.  In  any  event,  J  hope 
we  will  not  make  the  mistake  of  increas¬ 
ing  the  amount  recommended  by  the 
committee. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from 
Washington  [Mr.  Mack]  is  recognized 
for  5  minutes. 

Mr.  MACK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  the 
honor  to  represent  a  congressional  dis¬ 
trict  which  has  more  forest  products  and 
forest-product  manufacturing  than  any 
other  congressional  district  of  this  coun¬ 
try.  We  are  producers  of  lumber,  of  [M;- 
wood,  of  shingles,  and  of  furniture.  Trie 
great  problem  of  the  lumber  industry  of 
the  Pacific  coast  is  that  of  utilizing  that 
tremendous  part  of  tlie  tree  which  is  con¬ 
stantly  going  into  sawdust,  into  waste, 
and  is  being  burned  in  the  sawmill 
burners. 


The  forest-products  industry  is  a  pe¬ 
culiar  industry.  We  have  40,000  com¬ 
panies  engaged  in  the  manufacture  of 
plywood,  lumber,  and  forest  products. 
Few  of  those  companies  are  large  enough 
to  employ  their  own  experts  to  make 
studies  and  do  research  to  accomplish 
the  best  results. 

The  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Cannon]  has  said  that  the  money  ap¬ 
propriated  for  the  Forest  Products  Lab¬ 
oratory  is  wasted.  I  can  tell  you,  as  the 
Representative  of  a  district  that  is  en¬ 
tirely  engaged  in  the  manufacture  of 
forest  products  that  many  new  products 
have  been  put  into  use  in  the  State  of 
Washington  as  a  result  of  research  done 
by  this  laboratory.  The  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  United  States,  through  its 
Indian  Department  and  through  its  For¬ 
est  Service,  is  itself  one  of  the  greatest 
owners  of  timber  in  this  country.  The 
Government  is  engaged  in  this  research 
for  the  interests  of  the  industry  and  to 
obtain  greater  utilization  of  the  trees,  a 
large  part  of  which  now  go  into  wood 
waste. 

I  support  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
Davis], 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  Dirksen]  is  recognized  for 
5  minutes. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin  has  offered 
an  amendment  to  add  $250,000  to  the 
estimate  of  appropriations  for  the  Forest 
Products  Laboratory  located  at  Madison, 
Wis.,  where  research  work  on  timber  and 
timber  products  is  carried  on  and  has 
been  carried  on  for  a  number  of  years. 

Like  the  gentleman  from  Missouri,  I 
certainly  developed  a  prejudiced  view¬ 
point  some  years  ago  when  I  went  there. 
I  spent  some  time  there,  and  I  was  ex¬ 
tremely  unhappy  when  I  came  back.  The 
result  of  my  visit  to  that  laboratory  was 
such  that  I  would  have  joined  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Missouri  in  striking  out  all  of 
the  money  for  the  Forest  Products  Lab¬ 
oratory  because  I  shared  his  viewpoint 
at  that  time,  and  I  certainly  share  it  in 
part  now  that  there  has  been  a  lot  of 
wasted  energy  up  there. 

Last  year  we  had  this  experience.  I 
wondered  after  all  what  was  accom¬ 
plished  and  insisted  at  that  time  that 
perhaps  they  ought  to  insert  in  the  Rec¬ 
ord  a  list  of  their  accomplishments.  They 
intrigued  me  a  great  deal.  They  are  all 
listed.  There  are  literally  hundreds  of 
them,  and  they  reflect  10  years  of  effort 
because  they  are  cataloged  as  825“  jobs 
completed  by  the  Forest  Products  Lab¬ 
oratory  up  to  December  31,  1946,  and 
these  are  called  825  typical  accomplish¬ 
ments.  To  me,  it  is  all  very  interesting. 

One  of  their  typical  accomplishments 
is  that  they  have  developed  impreg,  a 
dimensionally  stable  form  of  phenolic 
resin-treated  wood.  That  is  very  inter¬ 
esting. 

Another  of  their  accomplishments  is 
that  they  have  developed  compreg,  a  di¬ 
mensionally  stable  form  of  phenolic 
resin-treated  compressed  wood.  That  is 
very  interesting  if  it  has  any  effect  upon 
the  gayety  of  nations  and  the  advance¬ 
ment  of  American  industry. 

They  also  determined  the  approximate 
attractive  force  of  wood  for  water.  I  ex- 
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pect  that  has  been  done  many  times  in 
the  physical  laboratories  of  the  country, 
but  they  have  demonstrated  it,  and  they 
say  in  their  own  language  that  it  was  a 
typical  accomplishment. 

They  showed  that  hardwood  and  soft¬ 
wood  lignins  have  different  absorption 
spectra.  It  is  highly  interesting,  so  far  as 
the  ultimate  destiny  of  mankind  is  con¬ 
cerned.  They  have  demonstrated  it,  but 
I  expect  that  has  been  demonstrated  on 
other  occasions.  They  say  that  was  a 
typically  completed  project. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Wisconsin.  Now,  will 
not  the  gentleman  concede  that  those 
things,  which  sound  theoretical  here  on 
the  floor  of  the  House,  can  have  a  very 
important  practical  application  in  the 
building  industry  and  other  important 
projects? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  It  could  be.  I  went 
there  with  my  soul  full  of  hope,  thinking 
that  at  long  last  they  were  going  to  find 
an  answer  in  the  field  of  housing.  I 
examined  the  same  houses  that  were  ex¬ 
amined  by  Mrs.  Roosevelt.  I  wanted  to 
know  something  about  condensation  be¬ 
tween  walls  in  these  sectional  houses. 
I  went  back  down  to  my  own  area  and 
I  found  that  the  average  garden  variety 
of  architect  in  my  own  home  town  knew 
more  about  it  than  they  told  me  up  at 
Madison. 

That  is  one  of  the  things  that  gave  me 
a  sense  of  frustration  about  this  whole 
business.  I  have  no  doubt  this  is  a  field 
in  which  things  can  be  accomplished,  but 
I  am  not  at  all  persuaded  that  things 
have  been  accomplished. 

They  say  that  they  have  developed  two 
means  of  stirring  liquids  within  a  sealed 
system  that  have  been  used  in  highly 
evacuated  systems  and  in  moisture  trans¬ 
fusion  cups.  That  is  very  interesting, 
too.  However,  we  tried  to  make  it  plain 
to  all  scientists  in  Government  years  ago 
that  over  a  given  period  of  time  we  were 
willing  to  be  forbearing  and  tolerant  and 
to  bear  with  them  in  the  matter  of  these 
highly  academic  curiosities;  but  that  at 
the  end  of  a  stated  period  of  time  we 
wanted  some  tangible  results  into  which 
you  could  sink  your  teeth.  So  here  are 
hundreds  of  projects,  and  I  tried  to  sink 
my  teeth  in  one  of  them.  I  find  they  are 
not  very  nutritious.  I  do  not  think  there 
is  anything  nutritious  about  having  them 
develop  a  method  for  analyzing  solutions 
of  creosote  and  heavy  petroleum  fuel  oils 
of  low  sulfur  content.  That  is  highly 
interesting,  and  it  is  one  of  those  chemi¬ 
cal  vagaries,  I  would  say,  but  I  felt  sure 
we  were  coming  up  with  something  bet¬ 
ter.  They  said  something  to  us  in  the 
hearings  about  a  wallboard,  but  we  have 
a  wallboard  experiment  going  on  in  an¬ 
other  department.  They  said  something 
about  wood  sugar  and  wood  molasses. 
But  do  not  forget  that  we  have  spent  a 
million  dollars  on  this  thing  and  we  have 
not  come  up  with  anything  substantial 
yet.  I  do  believe,  gentlemen,  that  $1,- 
000,000  is  enough  for  this.  Then  they 
can  pursue  these  nice  curiosities  until 
they  can  come  up  with  something. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Davis]. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  divi¬ 
sion  (demanded  by  Mr.  Davis  of  Wiscon¬ 
sin)  there  were — ayes  .12,  noes  31. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  on  be¬ 
half  of  the  gentleman  from  Maryland 
[Mr.  Beall],  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
return  to  page  30,  line  2,  in  order  that 
the  gentleman  may  extend  his  remarks 
at  that  point  in  the  Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows; 

FOREST  ROADS  AND  TRAILS 

For  expenses  necessary  for  carrying  out  the 
provisions  of  section  23  of  the  Federal  High¬ 
way  Act,  approved  November  9,  1921,  as 
amended  (23  U.  S.  C.  23,  23a) ,  and  for  the 
construction,  reconstruction,  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  roads  and  trails  on  experimental 
areas  under  Forest  Service  administration, 
(1)  $9,750,000  for  forest  development  roads 
and  trails,  and  (2)  $5,000,000  for  forest  high¬ 
ways,  which  sums  are  authorized  to  be  appro¬ 
priated  by  the  act  of  December  20,  1944 
(Public  Law  521),  in  all,  $14,750,000  (in¬ 
cluding  not  to  exceed  $100,000  for  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia),  to 
be  immediately  available  and  to  remain  avail¬ 
able  until  expended:  Provided,  That  this  ap¬ 
propriation  shall  be  available  for  ..the  rental, 
purchase,  construction,  or  alteration  of  build¬ 
ings  necessary  for  the  storage  and  repair  of 
equipment  and  supplies  used  for  road  and 
trail  construction  and  maintenance,  but  the 
total  cost  of  any  such  building  purchased, 
altered,  or  constructed  under  this  authoriza¬ 
tion  shall  not  exceed  $10,000,  with  the  excep¬ 
tion  that  any  building  erected,  purchaased, 
or  acquired,  the  cost  of  which  was  $10,000 
or  more,  may  be  improved  within  any  fiscal 
year  by  an  amount  not  to  exceed  2  percent 
of  the  cost  of  such  buildings  certified  by  the 
Secretary. 

Mr.  D’EWART.  Mr.  Chairman,  this 
Is  the  item  of  “Roads  and  trails  in  na¬ 
tional  forests,”  an  exceedingly  important 
item  to  all  of  the  Western  States.  Three 
years  ago  we  authorized  $25,000,000  for 
3  years  for  this  purpose.  The  first  year 
we  appropriated  $4,500,000;  the  next  year, 
$5,300,000;  and  this  year  the  item  in  the 
bill  is  $5,000,000,  a  total  of  $14,800,000. 
There  was  $75,000,000  authorized,  but 
$60,200,000  was  not  spent.  Those  of  us 
who  travel  in  the  West  realize  that  these 
are  the  roads  in  the  national  forests. 
You  come  up  to  a  national-forest  bound¬ 
ary  with  a  fine  Federal-aid  road;  then 
you  find  a  stretch  of  high-mountain  road 
that  is  within  the  national  forest  that 
is  not  improved,  and  then  when  you  come 
to  the  other  side  of  the  forest  boundary 
you  get  onto  a  fine  road  again.  The 
appropriations  have  been  so  small  over 
the  years  that  it  is  just  impossible  to 
provide  these  short  stretches  of  road 
through  the  national  forests  and  to  build 
those  roads  up  to  the  standards  of  the 
main  highways.  It  seems  to  me  that 
now  that  the  war  is  over  it  is  time  that 
we  provide,  more  adequately  for  these 
forest  roads.  In  the  case  of  my  own 
State,  during  the  war  there  were  only 
46  miles  of  these  roads  built.  Out  of 
the  $3, 000, 000  appropriated  this  year 
there  will  be  available  for  some  six  or 


seven  hundred  miles  of  these  roads  In 
my  States  the  sum  of  $400,000,  just  barely 
enough  to  maintain  the  roads  that  are 
presently  built,  and  not  to  build  any  addi¬ 
tional  roads.  If  we  are  going  to  have 
these  connecting  links  completed  it  is 
necessary  that  this  item  for  forest  roads 
and  trails  be  enlarged  so  that  those  con¬ 
necting  links  can  be  built,  and  so  that 
when  you  travel  from  east  to  west  or 
north  to  south  over  this  country  you 
will  not  come  to  a  forest  road  that  is 
almost  impassable,  a  dangerous  stretch 
of  road,  because  it  is  generally  in  the 
high,  rocky,  mountain  country.  Addi¬ 
tional  funds  for  these  roads  inside  of  the 
national  forests  should  be  provided. 

If  we  go  on  with  the  size  appropria¬ 
tions  we  are  getting  at  the  present  time 
we  will  never  have  these  stretches  com¬ 
pleted.  Something  must  be  done. 
Either  we  must  take  this  item  out  of  the 
agricultural  appropriation  bill  and  put 
it  into  the  Bureau  of  Roads,  or  we  must 
increase  the  appropriation  inside  the 
agricultural  appropriation  bill.  Other 
roads  are  improved  from  year  to  year. 
The  Federal-aid  system  is  something  of 
which  we  are  proud.  But  we  do  have 
these  connecting  links.  We  need  addi¬ 
tional  funds  in  order  to  complete  them. 
I  hope  the  committee  will  see  its  way 
clear  to  granting  an  increase  in  this 
particular  item. 

(Mr.  D’EWART  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.)  _ 

Mr.  BARRETT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  two  words. 

(Mr.  BARRETT  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  BARRETT.  Mr.  Chairman,  on  the 
whole  the  committee  is  to  be  congratu¬ 
lated  on  its  splendid  work  on  this  bill.  I 
am  forced  to  disagree  with  the  appro¬ 
priation  for  forest  highways. 

The  forest-highway  system  consists  of 
a  total  of  23,410  miles  of  which  12,700 
miles  are  in  the  Western  States.  About 
14  percent  of  the  entire  area  of  Wyoming 
consists  of  national  forest  reserves.  It 
is  true  that  these  highways  are  highly 
important  to  the  Western  States  but  it 
must  be  remembered  that  they  are  also 
important  links  on  the  Federal  aid  and 
primary  State  highway  systems.  Every¬ 
one  knows  that  the  forest  highways  have 
a  long-standing  reputation  of  being 
terrible  roads  compared  with  connecting 
roads  outside  the  forests.  .  When  the  war 
started,  the  forest  highway  roads  with 
the  highest  traffic  were  entirely  out  of 
date  because  of  the  fact  that  these  roads 
were  first  improved  and  also  were  of  low 
standard.  Of  course  there  was  no  work 
done  on  these  roads  after  1942  because 
of  the  war.  At  the  outset,  it  must  be 
noted'  that  during  the  war,  the  forest¬ 
highway  system  deteriorated  much  fas¬ 
ter  than  it  could  be  improved. 

As  the  gentleman  from  Montana  has 
so  well  pointed  out,  the  primary  system 
of  Federal-aid  roads  is  kept  up  in  a  very 
excellent  manner,  but  the  forest  high¬ 
ways  are  just  as  bad  as  the  others  are 
good.  The  people  are  scared  to  drive 
over  these  roads.  I  had  one  Member  of 
Congress  tell  me  that  he  thought  his  life 
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was  in  jeopardy  when  he  traveled  over 
one  of  the  forest  highways  in  our  State. 

I  cannot  quite  see  any  justification  for 
this  appropriation  of  only  $5,000,000. 
The  fact  is  that  the  Forest  Service  re¬ 
quested  an  appropriation’ of  $40,200,000 
from  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget.  The 
Budget  approved  $5,300,000,  and  the 
committee  reduced  it  to  $5,000,000. 

Before  the  war  it  was  estimated  that 
at  1940  prices  it  would  cost  about  $560,- 
000,000  to  build  the  forest  highway  sys¬ 
tem  up  to  an  acceptable  standard.  It 
will  cost  nearly  $840,000,000  to  do  the  job 
today,  and  if  we  had  an  annual  appro¬ 
priation  of  $25,000,000  it  would  take  33 
years  to  complete  the  system. 

These  forest  highways  are  important 
links  in  the  highway  system  of  the  coun¬ 
try,  particularly  in  the  Western  States, 
and  they  are  generally  used  for  inter¬ 
state  traffic  in  the  Mountain  States. 
These  highways  are  in  deplorable  condi¬ 
tion.  They  are  not  safe  for  the  present 
volume  and  speed  of  traffic.  Common 
sense  and  sound  business  demands  that 
these  roads  be  improved  as  speedily  as 
possible  in  order  to  provide  for  the  safety 
and  security  of  the  traveling  public. 

In  1944  this  Congress  authorized  an 
appropriation  of  $75,000,000  for  forest 
highways  for  the  3-year  postwar  period. 
To  date  only  $9,800,000  has  been  appro¬ 
priated.  The  budget  request  for  forest 
highways  for  the  next  fiscal  year  is 
$5,300,000.  That  entire  amount  could 
be  spent  in  Wyoming  and  our  forest 
highways  would  still  be  in  mighty  bad 
shape.  Now,  it  was  contemplated  that 
these  appropriations  would  be  on  the 
basis  of  $25,000,000  per  year,  but  if  the 
appropriation  is  not  increased  over  last 
year  the  total  amount  appropriated  for 
the  3-year  period  will  be  only  $14,800,000. 
Surveys,  plans,  and  estimates  are  com¬ 
pleted  for  work  estimated  to  cost  about 
$21,000,000,  and  surfacing  projects  esti¬ 
mated  to  cost  about  $5,000,000  more  are 
ready  for  contracting.  Bids  could  be 
taken  in  one  season  on  approximately 
the  total  of  these  amounts,  but  the  rea¬ 
sonable  maximum  for  1  year  would  be 
the  unappropriated  balance  of  the  first 
two  postwar  years  authorization  or  $40,- 
200,000,  which  would  mean  an  increase 
of  $35,200,000  over  the  amount  carried 
in  this  bill. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  $5,000,000  provided 
for  in  this  bill  is  so  ridiculously  low  that 
it  seems  to  me  that  it  should  be  apparent 
to  every  reasonable  man  that  the  green 
light  should  be  given  for  the  construction 
of  these  roads  in  order  to  protect  the  lives 
and  the  limbs  of  the  people  who  are  com¬ 
pelled  to  travel  over  these  roads. 

Mr.  ROCKWELL.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BARRETT.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Colorado. 

Mr.  ROCKWELL.  I  want  to  add  my 
v/ord  of  approval  to  what  the  gentle¬ 
man  is  saying,  and  also  what  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Montana  has  said,  that  this 
forest-aid  program  is  a  very  vital  thing 
in  our  State.  I  notice  the  bill  H.  R. 
4867,  which  is  a  forest  highway  bill  in¬ 
troduced  by  the  gentleman  from  Iowa 
[Mr.  Cunningham]  is  asking  for  $25,- 
000,000  a  year  for  forest  highways.  We 
need  more  than  $5,090,000  between  now 
and  this  time  next  year. 


Mr.  BARRETT.  I  agree  with  the 
gentleman.  If  I  may  have  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  my  good  friend,  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois.  When  I  appeared  before 
the  subcommittee,  the  gentleman  told 
me  it  was  his  understanding  that  the 
Bureau  of  Public  Roads  was  going  to 
come  before  the  Deficiency  Appropria¬ 
tion  Committee  and  ask  for  an  appro¬ 
priation  which  would  take  up  all  of  the 
authorized  but  unappropriated  funds 
from  the  1944  act.  It  would  seem  to  me 
that  would  be  good  business  and  sound 
judgment.  As  I  understand,  Mr.  Mac¬ 
Donald  was  before  the  committee.  I 
would  like  to  say  I  think  it  is  entirely 
proper,  and  also  I  would  like  to  hear 
what  the  gentleman  has  to  say  about 
that. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  think  what  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Wyoming  is  seeking  to  con¬ 
vey  is  correct  except  that  it  ought  to 
be  carefully  set  out  in  this  respect.  The 
Commissioner  of  Public  Roads  Admin¬ 
istration  was  endeavoring  to  get  clear¬ 
ance  from  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget 
so  that  he  could  present  to  the  defi¬ 
ciency  subcommittee  that  item  aggre¬ 
gating  some  $40,000,000.  That  requires, 
of  course,  two  steps.  First  of  all,  he 
must  get  clearance  from  the  Bureau  of 
the  Budget,  and  secondly,  he  must  make 
a  case  before  the  deficiency  subcom¬ 
mittee. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  As  I  understand,  the 
figure  of  $40,000,000  was  correct  as  to 
the  first  2  years  if  the  appropriation 
for  $5,000,000  stands,  and  it  will  be  fig¬ 
ured  at  approximately  $60,200,000  for 
the  3  years. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  However,  we  were  not 
advised  that  he  was  going  to  ask  for  the 
entire  amount.  I  am  drawing  on  my 
memory  now. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  I  see.  I  take  it,  then, 
the  gentleman  from  Illinois  has  indicated 
that  so  far  as  his  subcommittee  is  con¬ 
cerned  they  would  have  no  objection  to 
Mr.  MacDonald  of  the  Bureau  of  Public 
Roads  coming  before  the  Deficiency 
Committee  with  a  justification  for  an 
appropriation  of  $40,000,000  to  take  up 
the  slack  on  these  authorized  but  unap¬ 
propriated  funds. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  certainly  appreciate 
the  splendid  way  in  which  the  chairman 
of  this  subcommittee  has  stated  the 
situation  with  reference  to  this  appro¬ 
priation.  I  hope  that  the  deficiency  com¬ 
mittee  will  give  serious  consideration 
to  that  request  and  that  the  Bureau  of 
Public  Roads  will  go  before  the  Budget 
and  get  the  authority  to  come  up  here 
and  ask  for  the  $40,000,000  so  that  we  can 
start  to  build  these  roads  that  are  an  in¬ 
tegral  part  of  our  primary  highway  sys¬ 
tem.  Certainly  a  chain  is  no  stronger 
than  its  weakest  link.  If  we  are  going 
to  have  roads  that  are  going  to  connect 
the  East  and  the  West  and  the  North  and 
the  South,  we  must  have  good  roads  all 
the  way,  especially  in  this  day  and  age 
when  the  travel  is  at  such  high  rates  of 
speed. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  has  expired. 

Mr.  HORAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to 
strike  out  the  last  three  words. 

Mr.  Chairman,  these  are  numbers  3e 
and  4e  of  the  items  in  this  bill  on  which 
I  have  reservations.  The  situation  is 


simply  this.  The  testimony  to  be  found 
on  pages  512  and  513  of  the  hearings  will 
indicate  why  I  say  that  we  are  going  to 
meet  this  item  coming  back.  I  told  my 
colleagues  that  on  the  subcommittee.  I 
am  convinced  of  it.  But  the  gentleman 
from  Wyomin%  has  just  been  telling  you 
of  the  situation  which  in  no  wise  has 
been  brought  about  by  the  Congress.  We 
have  $5,000,000  in  this  bill  for  forest 
highways.  Mr.  MacDonald  in  testimony 
appearing  on  page  513  of  the  hearings 
said  he  could  let  all  of  that  right  away. 
I  asked  him  how  many  million  dollars  he 
meeded  to  meet  the  commitments  or  build 
the  roads  already  planned,  and  he  said 
$21,000,000.  In  addition  to  that,  plans 
have  already  been  drawn  for  an  addi¬ 
tional  $5,000,000  worth  of  roads  that  need 
to  be  resurfaced.  It  is  obvious  to  me  that 
this  item  in  the  bill  simply  will  not  stand 
up  over  in  the  Senate  and  I  do  not  be¬ 
lieve  it  will  in  conference.  I  think  we 
should  be  completely  frank  with  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  today  and  say 
so. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  back  the  re¬ 
mainder  of  my  time. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  item  of  forest  trails 
is  important.  This  entire  chapter  of  the 
bill  on  forests  is  extremely  important  to 
the  people  of  the  United  States. 

My  section  of  the  country  is  the  home 
of  a  great  many  of  the  lumber  companies 
and  is  considered  the  center  of  the  for¬ 
estry  industry  in  the  South.  Naturally 
we  are  concerned  with  the  preservation 
of  the  forests  of  the  Nation.  When  we 
have  a  bad  year  as  we  did  last  year,  with 
drought  striking  throughout  the  country, 
and  we  see  these  woods  go  up  in  flames, 
we  are  deeply  distressed.  Anyone  who 
loves  the  forests  is  disturbed  when  they 
see  millions  of  acres  of  timber  destroyed. 
We  know  that  it  is  destruction  of  very 
valuable  property,  the  loss  of  which  will 
be  felt  by  pur  people.  We  know  also  that 
we  are  destroying  things  of  beauty  to  the 
countryside,  and  leaving  a  marred  and 
ugly  spot  in  place  of  growing  standing 
timber. 

The  thing  that  disturbs  me,  Mr. 
Chairman,  is  the  lack  of  ability  on  the 
part  of  our  fire-fighting  service  to  meet 
these  forest  fires  when  they  come.  I  have 
given  considerable  thought  to  the  mat¬ 
ter.  I  am  not  prepared  to  introduce  a  bill 
on  the  matter  but  I  would  like  the  Mem¬ 
bers  of  Congress  and  the  Forestry  Serv¬ 
ice  to  give  this  very  careful  study  and 
attention.  It  seems  to  me  our  forest- 
fire  service  should  be  given  greater  mo¬ 
bility.  For  instance,  in  one  part  of  the 
country,  we  may  have  an  abundance  of 
rainfall.  Perhaps  on  the  Pacific  coast 
we  may  have  a  great  deal  of  rainfall. 
Perhaps  in  the  South  or  Southwest  we 
may  have  a  drought.  As  a  result  of  this 
condition  we  might  find  that  one  section 
of  the  country  is  stricken  with  a  tre¬ 
mendous  number  of  forest  fires,  and 
other  sections  are  spared.  My  thought 
is  that  if  our  forest-fire-fighting  service 
is  given  greater  mobility,  we  could  move 
the  equipment,  the  machines,  and  even 
the  personnel  from  one  section  of  the 
country  to  another  with  great  speed. 
For  instance,  last  year  I  recall  that  there 
was  a  large  forest  fire  in  southeast 


1948  CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


Louisiana.  At  that  time  of  course  the 
equipment  was  needed  in  that  section. 
Subsequently  there  was  a  forest  fire  in 
the  northwest  section  of  Louisiana.  I 
was  told  afterward  that  had  we  been 
able  to  reach  the  forest  fire  which  broke 
out  in  northwest  Louisiana  within  2 
or  3  days,  we  would  have  been  spared 
most  of  the  destruction  which  naturally 
followed  in  the  wake  of  a  large  forest 
fire  and  it  could  have  been  extinguished 
in  its  early  stages.  The  equipment  and 
men  were  not  available  for  that  section. 
They  were  in  the  southeast  section  of  the 
State,  and  means  were  not  available  to 
move  them  to  the  fire  promptly.  As  a 
result,  hundreds  of  thousands  of  acres  of 
very  valuable  forest  land  was  destroyed. 

Now  presenting  this  on  a  larger  scale, 
for  instance,  we  might  have  gone  over 
into  east  Texas,  which  is  just  a  few  miles 
away  from  that  forest,  and  borrowed 
the  forest  fire-fighting  equipment  from 
the  people  of  Texas  to  meet  that  emer¬ 
gency.  We  might  give  greater  mobility 
by  moving  this  equipment  by  air;  cer¬ 
tainly  by  moving  it  by  roadway  with 
high  speed  automobile  equipment.  All 
of  this  leads  up  to  the  thought  that  this 
service  should  have  a  mobile  unit.  Such 
a  unit  should  be  susceptible  of  immedi¬ 
ate  movement  from  one  station  to  an¬ 
other.  I  am  persuaded  to  believe  that 
with  the  same  amount  of  money  which 
we  appropriate  each  year  we  may  meet 
the  situation  which  year  after  year  be¬ 
comes  a  more  serious  menace  to  the 
country  more  efficiently  and  more  help¬ 
fully  and  thereby  save  to  our  people  and 
to  the  Nation  millions  and  millions  of 
dollars  in  timber  which  is  now  consumed 
by  fire  during  every  great  drought  which 
hits  our  country.  I  give  you  that  thought 
and  I  hope  the  Committee  on  Appropria¬ 
tions  and  the  Forestry  Service  examine 
the  matter  of  giving  further  mobility 
of  the  fire-fighting  service. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Sec¬ 
retary  to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  ol 
sections  7  to  17,  inclusive,  of  the  Soil  Conser¬ 
vation  and  Domestic  Allotment  Act,  approved 
February  29,  1936,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C. 
590g-590q) ,  and  the  provisions  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended 
(7  U.  S.  C.  1281-1407)  (except  the  provisions 
of  sections  201,  202,  303,  381,  and  383  and  the 
provisions  of  titles  IV  and  V)',  including  per¬ 
sonal  services  4in  the  District  of  Columbia; 
not  to  exceed  $6,000  for  the  preparation  and 
display  of  exhibits,  including  such  displays 
at  State,  interstate,  and  international  fairs 
within  the  United  States;  $150,000,000,  to  re¬ 
main  available  until  December  31,  1949,  for 
compliance  with  programs  under  said  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of 
1938,  as  amended,  and  the  act  of  February 
29,  1936,  as  amended,  pursuant  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  1948  programs  carried  out  dur¬ 
ing  the  period  July  1,  1947,  to  December  31, 
1948,  inclusive:  Provided,  That  not  to  exceed 
$24,500,000  of  the  total  sum  provided  under 
this  head  shall  be  available  during  the  cur¬ 
rent  fiscal  year,  for  salaries  and  other  admin¬ 
istrative  expenses  for  carrying  out  such  pro¬ 
grams,  including  the  tobacco  and  peanut¬ 
marketing  quota  programs,  the  cost  of  aerial 
photographs,  however,  not  to  be  charged  to 
such  limitation;  but  not  more  than  $7,000,000 
shall  be  transferred  to  the  appropriation  ac¬ 
count,  “Administrative  expenses,  section  392, 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938”:  Pro¬ 
vided  further,  That  payments  to  claimants 
hereunder  may  be  made  upon  the  certificate 


of  the  claimant,  which  certificate  shall  be  in 
such  form  as  the  Secretary  may  prescribe, 
that  he  has  carried  out  the  conservation 
practice  or  practices  and  has  complied  with 
all  other  requirements  as  conditions  for  such 
payments  and  that  the  statements  and  in¬ 
formation  contained  in  the  application  for 
payment  are  correct  and  true,  to  the  best  of 
his  knowledge  and  belief,  under  the  penal¬ 
ties  of  the  act  of  March  4,  1909,  as  amended 
(18  U.  S.  C.  80) :  Provided  further,  That  none 
of  the  funds  herein  appropriated  or  made 
available  for  the  functions  assigned  to  the 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Agency  pursuant 
to  the  Executive  Order  No.  9069,  of  Feb¬ 
ruary  23,  1942,  shall  be  used  to  pay  the 
salaries  or  expenses' of  any  regional  infor¬ 
mation  employees  or  any  State  or  county 
information  employees,  but  this  shall  not 
preclude  the  answering  of  inquiries  or  sup¬ 
plying  of  information  to  individual  farmers: 
Provided  further,  That  such  amount  shall  be 
available  for  salaries  and  other  administra¬ 
tive  expenses  in  connection  with  the  formu¬ 
lation  and  administration  of  the  1949  pro¬ 
grams  (amounting  to  $225,000,000,  including 
administration,  and  formulate^  on  the  basis 
of  a  distribution  of  the  funds  available  for 
payments  and  grants  among  the  several 
States  in  accordance  with  their  conservation 
needs  as  determined  by  the  Secretary:  Pro¬ 
vided  further,  That  the  proportion  allocated 
to  any  State  shall  not  be  reduced  more  than 
15  percent  from  the  1946  distribution 
and  that  no  participant  shall  receive  more 
that  $500)  of  soil-building  practices  and  soil- 
and  water-conservation  practices,  under  the 
Act  of  February  29,  1936,  as  amended,  and 
programs  under  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  of  1938,  as  amended;  but  the  payments 
or  grants  under  such  program  shall  be  con¬ 
ditioned  upon  the  utilization  of  land  with 
respect  to  which  such  payments  or  grants  are 
to  be  made,  in  conformity  with  farming 
practices  which  will  encourage  and  provide 
for  soil-building  and  soil-and  water-conserv¬ 
ing  practices  in  the  most  practical  and  effec- 
time  manner  and  adapted  to  conditions  in 
the  several  States,  as  determined  and  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  State  committee  appointed 
pursuant  to  section  8  (b)  of  the  Soil  Conser¬ 
vation  and  Domestic  Allotment  Act,  as 
amended  for  the  respective  States:  Provided 
further.  That  the  Secretary  may,  in  his  dis¬ 
cretion,  from  time  to  time  transfer  to  the 
General  Accounting  Office  such  sums  as  may 
be  necessary  to  pay  administrative  expenses 
of  said  Office  in  auditing  payments  under  this 
item:  Provided  further,  That  such  amounts 
shall  be  available  for  the  purchase  of  seeds, 
fertilizers,  lime,  trees,  or  any  other  farming 
materials,  or  any  soil-terracing  services,  and 
making  grants  thereof  to  agricultural  pro¬ 
ducers  to  aid  them  in  carrying  out  farming 
practices  approved  by  the  Secretary  under 
programs  provided  for  herein:  Provided  fur¬ 
ther,  That  the  Secretary  is  authorized  and 
directed  to  make  payments  to  farmers  who  , 
complied  with  the  terms  and  conditions  of 
the  agricultural  conservation  programs,  for¬ 
mulated  pursuant  to  sections  7  to  17,  inclu¬ 
sive,  of  the  Soil  Conservation  and  Domestic 
Allotment  Act,  as  amended,  if  the  Secretary 
determines  that,  because  of  induction  into 
the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States,  such 
farmers  failed  to  file,  or  were  prevented  from 
filing,  applications  for  payment  under  any 
such  program  during  the  period  the  appli¬ 
cable  appropriation  for  such  program  was 
available  for  obligation,  such  payments  to  be 
made  out  of  the  unobligated  balance  of  the 
appropriation,  "Conservation  and  use  of  agri¬ 
cultural  land  resources,”  in- the  Department 
of  Agriculture  Appropriation  Act,  1946:  Pro¬ 
vided  further,  That  an  application  for  pay¬ 
ment  on  the  prescribed  form  is  filed  by  any 
such  farmer  (or  the  person  entitled  to  pay¬ 
ment  in  case  of  death,  disappearance,  or  ln- 
competency  of  the  farmer  under  regulations 
Issued  pursuant  to  section  385  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended 
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(7  U.  S.  C„  1940  edition,  1385) )  within  1  year 
from  the  date  of  his  discharge  from  the 
armed  forces,  or  by  December  31,  1948,  which¬ 
ever  is  later:  And  provided  further,  That  no 
part  of  any  funds  available  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment,  or  any  bureau,  Office,  corporation,  or 
other  agency  constituting  a  part  of  such 
Department  shall  be  used  in  the  current  fiscal 
year  for  the  payment  of  salary  or  travel  ex¬ 
penses  of  any  person  who  has  been  convicted 
of  violating  the  act  entitled  “An  act  to  pre¬ 
vent  pernicious  political  activities,”  approved 
August  2,  1939,  as  amended,  or  who  has  been 
found  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  6  of  the  act  of  July  11, 1919  (18  U.  S.  C. 
201) ,  to  have  violated  or  attempted  to  violate 
such  section  which  prohibits  the  use  of  Fed¬ 
eral  appropriations  for  the  payment  of  per¬ 
sonal  services  or  other  expenses  designed  to 
influence  in  any  manner  a  Member  of  Con¬ 
gress  to  favor  or  oppose  any  legislation  or 
appropriation  by  Congress  except  upon  re¬ 
quest  of  any  Member  or  through  the  proper 
official  channels. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last  word 
and  ask  unanimous  consent  to  proceed 
for  five  additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Minnesota  is  recognized  for  10 
minutes. 

[Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN  addressed 
the  Committee.  His  remarks  will  appear 
hereafter  in  the  Appendix.] 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 
two  words. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  to  concur  in  what 
the  gentleman  from  Minnesota  said  in 
his  statement  that  agriculture  is  the 
foundation  for  all  the  industries  of  „the 
United  States,  and  to  call  attention  to 
the  problem  which  has  presented  itself 
to  agriculture  in  times  of  depression  or 
recession.  My  friends  from  the  indus¬ 
trial  areas,  Mr.  Chairman,  will  remem¬ 
ber  that  a  factory  can  close  its  door  and, 
during  a  depression,  maintain  its  prices, 
but  nature  knows  no  way  of  closing  the 
doors  of  production,  so  the  farmer  takes 
a  terrific  loss  under  similar  circum¬ 
stances.  For  that  reason  the  prices  of 
the  products  dropped,  as  the  gentleman 
from  Minnesota  has  just  said,  to  where 
corn  was  bringing  57  cents,  hogs  $6.21  a 
hundred,  potatoes  70  cents,  and  wheat 
70  cents,  while  parity  under  present  con¬ 
ditions  would  make  corn  $1.45,  wheat 
about  $2  a  bushel,  and  so  forth,  thus 
maintaining  not  only  food  production, 
but  the  economy  of  the  United  States. 

With  that  brief  statement  and  the 
statement  that  I  think  this  bill  has  been 
well  considered  and  well  treated  by  the 
House,  which  the  subcommittee  on  Ag¬ 
riculture  should  appreciate,  I  want  to 
say  these  final  words  for  myself  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  discussion. 

I  have  now  served  my  first  two  sessions 
on  this  committee,  after  serving  for  4 
years  on  the  legislative  Committee  on 
Agriculture,  an  unusual,  and  an  excel¬ 
lent  education.  I  join  those  Members 
of  the  Congress  who  have  spoken  about 
the  retirement  of  the  present  chairman 
of  the  subcommittee.  It  will  be  a  dis¬ 
tinct  loss,  not  merely  to  this  Congress 
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but  to  the  country,  when  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dirksen]  retires  of 
his  own  volition  because  of  an  eye  con¬ 
dition  which,  I  am  happy  to  add,  is  ap¬ 
parently  improving.  I  want  to  express 
my  personal  feeling  of  appreciation  to 
him.  It  has  been  an  education  and  a 
pleasure  to  have  served  under  him  as 
the  chairman  of  that  subcommittee.  I 
add  to  that  a  feeling  of  pleasure,  a  feel¬ 
ing  that  the  committee  will  still  be  in 
good  hands  under  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota  [Mr.  H.  Carl  Andersen], 
whose  knowledge  of  agriculture,  gained 
from  his  own  efforts,  has  time  and  time 
again  shown  the  subcommittee  the  di¬ 
rection  in  which  its  votes  and  its  de¬ 
cisions  should  lie.  I  look  forward  with 
regret  to  the  loss  of  Mr.  Dirksen  but 
with  pleasure  that  he  is  to  be  succeeded, 
if  the  usual  procedure  is  carried  out, 
by  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota  [Mr. 
H.  Carl  Andersen], 

(Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California  asked 
and  was  given  permission  to  revise  and 
extend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  PLUMLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  do 
not  propose  to  take  much  time  discussing 
the  bill  now  under  consideration  to  ap¬ 
propriate  funds  for  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  for  the  fiscal  year  1949.  It 
is  one  of  the  best  bills  it  has  been  my 
good  fortune  to  have  had  a  part  in  pre¬ 
senting  for  the  consideration  of  the 
House. 

Until  the  long-range  program  for  agri¬ 
culture  arrives  from  the  legislative  com¬ 
mittee,  it  is  as  good  a  bill  for  agriculture 
as  can  be  drawn.  There  are  so  many 
items  of  a  necessarily  temporary  nature; 
there  are  so  many  things  we  anticipate 
will  be  changed,  and  in  fact  know  must 
be  changed,  that  it  is  difficult  to  appro¬ 
priate  to  maintain  and  to  sustain  pro¬ 
grams  which  will  be  repudiated  when  the 
so-called  long-range  program  is  enun¬ 
ciated,  approved,  and  adopted. 

Then,  Mr.  Chairman,  we  have  been 
fortunate  to  have  had  our  old  colleague, 
“Clint”  Anderson,  as  Secretary  of  Agri¬ 
culture.  He  talks  our  language.  He  has 
put  a  stop  to  a  lot  of  things  which  were 
happening  for  which  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  was  being  criticized  and  for 
which  there  was  no  authorization  under 
the  law.  He  has  been  outspoken  as  to 
the  needs  of  his  Department,  and  we 
have  gone  along  with  him,  as  I  am  sure 
he  appreciates.  Certainly  I,  for  one,  ap¬ 
preciate  the  value  of  his  advice  and  the 
very  worth-while  service  he  renders. 

In  closing  may  I  say,  Mr.  Chairman, 
that  I  came  to  Congress  in  the  Seventy- 
third  Congress  as  did  one  Everett  Dirk¬ 
sen,  of  Illinois.  Our  paths  have  gone 
along  together  over  the  years.  He  has 
rendered  outstanding  service  to  his  dis¬ 
trict,  to  the  Congress,  and  to  the  country, 
and  has  by  unstinting  labor  earned  the 
right  to  conserve  his  strength  now  in 
order  to  enjoy  the  reward  of  such  service. 
We  hope  he  may  find  new  fields  of  en¬ 
deavor  to  his  complete  liking  which  will 
contribute  to  his  early  and  complete  re¬ 
covery  while  affording  him  large  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  continued  service  to  his  coun¬ 
try  such  as  he  alone  can  render. 

As  is  usual  and  necessary,  this  agricul¬ 
tural  appropriation  bill,  as  presented, 
reflects  many  minor  compromises  as  to 


amounts  and  as  to  whether  to  go  along 
with  or  to  increase  the  Budget  estimates. 
Also,  as  is  usual,  there  is  no  minority  re¬ 
port.  When  we  fought  the  thing  out  in 
committee,  both  sides  agreed  to  com¬ 
promise  in  order  to  present  a  unified 
front.  That  is  what  committees  are  for. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

NATIONAL  SCHOOL  LUNCH  ACT 

To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  out  the 
provisions  of  the  National  School  Lunch  Act 
of  June  4,  1946  (Public  Law  396),  there  is 
hereby  made  available  $65,000,000  of  the  funds 
appropriated  for  the  fiscal  year  1949  by  sec¬ 
tion  32  of  the  act  approved  August  24,  1935 
(7  U.  S.  C.  612  (c) ) ,  such  amount  to  be  with¬ 
out  regard  to  the  25  percent  limitation  con¬ 
tained  in  said  section  32,  and  to  be  exclusive 
of  funds  expended  in  accordance  with  the 
last  sentence  of  section  9  of  the  National 
School  Lunch  Act:  Provided,  That  no  part  of 
such  funds  shall  be  used  for  nonfood  assist¬ 
ance  under  section  5  of  said  act. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  a  matter  of  regret 
to  all  who  supported  the  appropriation 
for  the  school-lunch  program  last  year, 
a  very  substantial  majority  of  the  House, 
that  this  item  has  not  been  increased  to 
include  the  deficiency  appropriations 
which  have  been  made  for  the  last  2 
years.  Both  years  we  provided  $65,000,- 
000  in  the  annual  bill  for  the  school-lunch 
program.  And  in  each  instance  the 
amount  was  found  to  be  so  inadequate 
that  the  Congress  each  year  passed  a  de¬ 
ficiency  appropriation  bill  providing 
$6,000,000  additional  to  supplement  the 
$65,000,000.  I  believe  the  amount  this 
year  was  $5,000,000.  So  that  even  on 
terms  of  needs  and  costs  a  year  and  2 
years  old,  we  should  have  appropriated 
in  this  bill  at  least  $71,000,000  for  the  1949 
program.  On  the  most  conservative 
estimate,  the  amount  is  $6,000,000  short 
of  minimum  needs. 

The  program  has  been  so  successful 
that  the  number  of  schools  participating 
has  increased  beyond  all  expectations 
and  the  number  of  children  benefited  by 
the  program  has  increased  by  thousands. 
At  the  same  time,  the  cost  of  every  item 
entering  into  the  menu  has  also  increased 
in  keeping  with,  and  in  proportion  to, 
the  cost  of  living  of  the  average  family. 
But  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  more 
schools  are  to  be  served  and  more  chil¬ 
dren  are  to  be  fed  and  higher  prices  are 
to  be  paid,  we  are  still  appropriating  the 
same  inadequate  $65,000,000. 

As  a  matter  of  fact  we  are  advised  that 
the  request  of  the  Department  was  for 
$100,000,000  and  the  studies  submitted  to 
the  Secretary  show  a  need  of  at  least 
$133,000,000  for  an  effective  program. 

Due  to  the  drastic  drop  in  farm  prices 
in  the  last  few  weeks,  the  service  of  the 
program  to  agriculture  through  con¬ 
sumption  of  surplus  farm  products  be¬ 
comes  increasingly  important.  Already 
a  surplus  of  agricultural  products  is  ac¬ 
cumulating,  including  eggs,  powdered 
milk,  potatoes,  apples,  and  other  foods, 
and  as  normal  conditions  return  and  we 
are  again  restricted  to  the  domestic  mar¬ 
ket,  the  school-lunch  program  will  pro¬ 
vide  an  outlet  which  will  materially  re¬ 
lieve  the  congestion  due  to  the  inevitable 
overproduction  which  follows  every 
war. 


Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  to  be  regretted 
that  the  committee  has  not  taken  a  more 
realistic  view  of  this  item.  Unquestion¬ 
ably  demands  will  be  greater  and  costs 
will  be  higher.  The  amount  provided  is 
inadequate.  To  pass  the  item  in  this 
form  is  to  invite  a  further  appropriation 
either  in  another  body  or  in  some  sub¬ 
sequent  bill.  In  the  most  prosperous 
country  in  the  world,  when  we  are  ship¬ 
ping  mountains  of  food  every  day  in 
the  year  to  feed  the  children  of  foreign 
lands  we  cannot  allow  American  children 
to  go  unfed. 

Mr.  CURTIS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in 
opposition  to  the  pro  forma  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  if  an  amendment  is 
offered  to  increase  the  amount  for  school 
lunches,  I  shall  oppose  it.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  if  I  had  any  hope  that  efforts 
would  be  successful,  I  would  offer  an 
amendment  to  strike  this  amount  out 
entirely.  Tire  indications  are  that  the 
national  income  in  the  United  States  will 
run  in  the  neighborhood  of  $209,000,- 
000,000.  If,  with  such  a  national  income, 
our  people  cannot  feed  themselves,  what 
are  we  going  to  do  when  a  depression 
comes  along?  Certainly  we  believe  in  a 
program  of  nourishment  for  the  children 
of  America.  But  with  all  the  burdens 
placed  upon  the  Federal  Government, 
why  should  it  be  the  responsibility  of 
the  Government  at  Washington  to  feed 
people  at  a  time  like  this,  irrespective  of 
need?  There  is  another  aspect  of  this 
program  that  I  have  mentioned  on  more 
than  one  occasion  on  this  floor.  I  never 
was  for  the  idea,  but  I  became  con¬ 
vinced  that  it  was  bad  when  as  a  Mem¬ 
ber  of  this  body,  I  received  letters  in 
years  gone  by  from  little  children  say¬ 
ing,  “Dear  Congressman,  win  you  please 
vote  for  the  school  lunch,  so  that  we  can 
have  it  at  school?”  We  are  teaching 
little  children  to  pray,  “Oh  politicians, 
who  art  in  Washington,  give  us  this  day 
our  daily  bread.”  I  wonder  where  we 
are  going  in  this  Republic  if  we  teach 
little  children  that  the  way  to  get  some¬ 
thing  to  eat  is  to  write  to  their  Congress¬ 
men  in  Washington?  That  is  not  the 
way  this  Republic  was  built.  We  are  not 
now  in  an  era  of  unemployment  and 
depression.  I  sincerely  hope  that  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri,  who  leads  so 
many  fights  to  increase  appropriations, 
certainly  will  not  offer  an  amendment 
to  increase  this  amount.  It  should  be 
stricken  out  entirely. 

Mr.  BUCK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Buck:  On  page 
51,  line  10,  after  “available”,  strike  out  “$65,- 
000,000”  and  insert  “$1.” 

Mr.  BUCK.  Mr.  Chairman,  here  is  a 
chance  to  save  $64,999,999.  Here  is  a 
chance  to  prove  you  really  believe  in 
economy  as  to  the  Federal  Government. 
Every  State  in  the  Union  is  better  able 
financially  to  provide  lunches  for  needy 
children  than  the  national  Treasury. 
There  is  no  more  sense  in  Uncle  Sam  pay¬ 
ing  for  school  lunches  than  there  is  for 
paying  for  woolen  underwear  or  mit¬ 
tens  or  overcoats.  Let  us  stop  this  non¬ 
sense.  I  subscribe  to  everything  just 
said  by  the  gentleman  from  Nebraska 
[Mr.  Curtis]. 
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Mr.  CURTIS.  Will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  BUCK.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CURTIS.  Is  it  the  gentleman’s 
understanding  that  this  expenditure  is 
confined  to  lunches  for  needy  children? 

Mr.  BUCK.  It  is  not. 

Mr.  CURTIS.  It  is  lunches  for  every¬ 
one,  including  those  who  can  well  afford 
to  pay  for  them. 

Mr.  BUCK.  Exactly. 

Mr.  CURTIS.  And  including  the 
teachers  of  the  country? 

Mr.  BUCK.  And  the  matching  formu¬ 
la,  unless  it  has  been  changed  from  last 
year,  is  completely  fraudulent,  in  that 
it  permits  money  value  to  be  placed  upon 
voluntary  assistance  on  these  lunches. 
And  that  is  the  State’s  contribution 
which  the  Federal  Government  must 
match.  The  whole  scheme  as  I  see  it 
was  conceived  in  sin  and  born  in  in¬ 
iquity,  and  should  be  abolished. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BUCK.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Was  not  one  of  the 
original  purposes  of  the  act  to  provide 
school  lunches  because  of  the  surplus 
commodities  which  we  had  in  the  coun¬ 
try,  and  which  are  no  longer  with  us? 

Mr.  BUCK.  That  was  one  of  the  ex¬ 
cuses  which  led  to  placing  the  provision 
on  the  statute  books  originally.  The 
gentleman  is  correct. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  back  the  balance 
of  my  time. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on 
this  amendment  and  all  amendments 
thereto  close  in  2  minutes. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
wonder  if  the  gentleman  would  allow  me 
1  minute? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Yes.  I  will  divide 
the  time  with  the  gentleman,  and  yield 
him  1  minute. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois?  - 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
carefully  tabulated  experience  of  our 
schools  has  been  that  even  the  children 
from  the  better  and  more  affluent  homes 
have  profited  by  the  school-lunch  pro¬ 
gram,  and  that  the  adoption  of  the  pro¬ 
gram  has  been  universally  followed  by  a 
marked  improvement  in  both  the  health 
and  scholarship  of  the  children  without 
regard  to  social  or  economic  status. 

Those  denying  the  value  of  the  pro¬ 
gram  are  in  disagreement  with  the  offi¬ 
cial  records  and  the  testimony  of  the 
teaching  staff  of  every  school,  which  has 
adopted  it.  Once  adopted,  the  program 
has  never  been  vountarily  discontinued, 
so  far  as  I  am  aware,  by  any  community. 

If  we  can  afford  to  provide  for  the 
health  of  the  hogs  and  cattle  and  other 
livestock  for  which  millions  of  dollars 
are  appropriated  in  this  bill,  surely  we 
can  provide  something  for  the  hungry 
and  undernouristed  children  of  the 
Nation. 

I  am  willing  to  economize,  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  but  not  at  the  expense  of  the  child¬ 
hood  of  America. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri  has  expired. 


Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
committee  by  an  overwhelming  vote 
some  time  ago  approved  the  National 
School  Lunch  Act.  While  it  was  cer¬ 
tainly  not  in  line  with  my  views  and  my 
sympathies,  the  fact  is  that  it  is  on  the 
books.  The  fact  of  the  matter  is  that 
$75,000,000  has  been  authorized.  I  hope, 
therefore,  that  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr, 
Buck]  will  be  voted  down,  notwithstand¬ 
ing  the  fact  that  as  far  as  my  personal 
sentiments  are  concerned  I  would  sub¬ 
scribe  to  it. 

Mrs.  LUSK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield. 

Mrs.  LUSK.  Is  it  not  true  that  the 
gentlemen  who  voted  against  the  school- 
lunch  programs  have  missed  the  point 
entirely?  The  plan  for  hot  school 
lunches  is  basic  to  our  good  health  pro¬ 
grams  in  this  country.  The  method  of 
appropriating  for  the  hot  lunches  has 
been  abused.  The  use  of  surplus  com¬ 
modities  was  one  method. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dirksen] 
has  expired.  All  time  has  expired. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Buck]. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a 
division  (demanded  by'  Mr.  Cannon) 
there  were — ayes  6,  noes  40. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows:  • 

COMMODITY  EXCHANGE  AUTHORITY 

Commodity  Exchange  Act:  To  enable  the 
Secretary  to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions 
of  the  Commodity  Exchange  Act,  as  amended 
(7  U.  S.  C.  l-17a),  including  not  to  exceed 
$153,000  for  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia,  $530,000. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  did  not  have  the  op¬ 
portunity  yesterday  of  listening  to  the 
entire  remarks  of  my  distinguished 
friend,  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Dirksen],  although  I  listened  to  a  con¬ 
siderable  part  of  them.  I  was  called 
away  on  some  important  conferences 
during  the  period  of  his  remarks.  I  did 
however  have  the  opportunity  of  listen¬ 
ing  to  the  opening  and  a  good  part  of 
the  remarks  of  my  distinguished  friend, 
the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Can¬ 
non],  and  I  was  very  much  distressed,  if 
I  might  use  that  word,  when  I  listened 
to  his  opening  remarks  in  relation  to  our 
distinguished  friend  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Dirksen]  indicating  an  intention  not  to 
seek  reelection.  The  gentleman  from 
Missouri  [Mr.  Cannon]  paid  some  very 
fine  compliments  yesterday  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dirksen],  and 
every  word  that  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri  said  I  concur  in  and  I  think 
every  Member  of  Congress  does — plus. 

The  gentleman  from  Illinois  is  one  of 
the  outstanding  Members  of  the  Con¬ 
gress.  He  is  a  Member  and  a  gentleman 
who  enjoys  the  profound  respect,  yes,  af¬ 
fection  of  his  colleagues  without  regard 
to  party.  The  gentleman  from  Illinois 
is  a  constructive  influence,  a  party  man — 
but  we  respect  party  men  on  each  side — 
a  man  whose  outlook  has  always  been 
forward  and  constructive,  a  man  who  as 


a  Member  of  the  House  wields  a  powerful 
influence  upon  his  colleagues  as  a  result 
of  his  sound  logic  and  his  very  gracious, 
simple,  yet  effective,  eloquence.  The 
services  of  one  like  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois  can  ill  be  lost  in  this  great  body 
at  any  time,  but  particularly  at  this  time 
in  the  Nation’s  and  the  world’s  history. 

I  do  not  know  the  reasons  which 
prompt  the  gentleman  to  take  his  stand, 
although  I  have  heard  that  due  to  con¬ 
siderations  of  health  he  feels  con¬ 
strained  to  take  this  action.  I  hope  the 
gentleman  will  be  able  to  reconsider  his 
determination.  If  not  I  hope  the  people 
of  his  district  without  regard  to  party 
will,  if  he  can  respond,  call  upon  him 
to  continue  service  in  this  body. 

It  is  an  unusual  thing  to  hear  one 
like  myself,  first  a  Democrat,  second  a 
former  majority  leader,  and  now  the 
Democratic  whip,  speak  this  way,  but 
I  do  so  because  I  consider  it  my  duty 
and  by  my  utterances  I  want  to  show 
the  commanding  position  this  friend 
and  colleague  of  ours  occupies,  and  to 
the  people  of  his  district  the  rank  and 
the  unique  and  the  unusual  position  he 
occupies  in  this  body,  the  great  admira¬ 
tion  for  him  and  the  respect  and  confi¬ 
dence  of  his  colleagues  without  regard 
to  party,  and  our  appreciation  of  the 
outstanding  character  of  the  service  he 
renders.  My  purpose  in  addressing  you 
now  is  twofold;  One,  to  express  my 
personal  feelings  and  high  regard  for  the 
gentleman,  and,  two,  to  express  the  hope, 
and  that  hope  is  entertained  as  strongly 
as  any  I  have  ever  felt  or  entertained, 
that  between  now  and  the  months  to 
come  when  the  gentleman  has  got  to 
make  his  final  decision  such  as  the  filing 
of  papers  in  the  primaries  that  those 
reasons  which  prompt  him  to  take  the 
action  now  will  so  change  that  he  can 
again  run,  be  elected,  and  serve  his  people 
and  his  country  throughout  the  next  2 
years  ably  and  brilliantly  as  he  has  dur¬ 
ing  the  past  years  and  as  he  is  now  doing 
during  this  present  session  of  Congress. 

In  any  event,  no  matter  what  his  de¬ 
cision  may  be,  we  will  respect  it.  If  the 
gentleman  returns  to  the  next  Congress, 
those  of  us  who  are  here,  particularly 
myself,  if  I  am  present,  will  welcome  his 
return.  If  the  situation  does  not  change 
and  he  adheres  to  his  determination  not 
to  run,  the  gentleman  may  always  know 
that  as  long  as  any  Member  who  served 
with  him  lives  and  as  long  as  he  lives,  he 
will  have  their  complete  respect  and  also 
unlimited  affection. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  two  words. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  take  advantage  of 
this  opportunity  to  pay  my  humble  trib¬ 
ute  to  the  distinguished  gentleman  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  Dirksen],  with  whom  I  have 
served  for  many  years,  and  with  whom 
I  have  crossed  swords  many  times — and 
knew — 

The  stern  joy  which  warriors  feel 

In  foemen  worthy  of  their  steel. 

Everyone  who  really  knows  him  regrets 
to  see  him  leave  the  House. 

But  as  we  go  through  these  trouble¬ 
some  times,  I  am  often  reminded  of  the 
expression  of  Danton,  the  great  French 
revolutionist,  who,  when  he  came  to  the 
end  of  his  road,  said:  “It  is  better  to  be 
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an  humble  fisherman  down  by  the  sea¬ 
shore  struggling  for  your  daily  bread 
than  to  have  to  do  with  the  government 
of  men.” 

Perhaps  at  no  time  in  history,  cer¬ 
tainly  since  I  have  been  a  Member  of 
this  House,  has  a  man’s  services  here 
been  so  disturbing,  I  will  say  from  every 
standpoint,  as  they  are  today. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  witnessed  many 
changes  in  this  body.  I  have  seen  every 
Member  from  Illinois  change,  except  one, 
since  I  have  been  here.  In  a  majority 
of  the  States  I  have  seen  them  all  change. 

I  have  seen  many  of  the  finest  men  I 
have  ever  known  serve  the  best  years 
of  their  lives  in  this  House  and  leave  it 
penniless.  I  often  think  of  the  expres¬ 
sion  of  Cardinal  Wolsey,  and  this  does 
not  apply  to  the  gentleman  from  Illi¬ 
nois,  but  it  does  apply  to  many  others  I 
have  seen  leave  this  body.  I  have  often 
thought  of  the  expression  of  Cardinal 
Wolsey  in  Shakespeare’s  Henry  VIII. 
After  he  had  served  Henry  VIII  so  long, 
and  was  finally  kicked  out,  he  returned 
to  the  little  abbey  from  whence  he  came, 
and  when  his  friend  came  out  to  meet 
him,  he  said: 

An  old  man  broken  with  the  storms  of  state 
Is  come  to  lay  his  weary  bones  among  ye: 
Give  him  a  little  earth  for  charity! 

I  have  thought  of  that  expression  many 
times.  I  have  seen  some  of  the  finest 
men  I  have  ever  known  on  both  sides  of 
the  aisle,  men  who  served  honorably  and 
well  through  a  long  stretch  of  years — 
"Men  whom  the  lust  for  office  could  not 
kill;  men  whom  the  spoils  of  office  could 
not  buy” — leave  this  Capitol  without  a 
thing  save  honor. 

Shakespeare  says: 

Good  name  in  man  and  woman,  dear  my  lord. 
Is  the  immediate  jewel  of  their  souls : 

Who  steals  my  purse  steals  trash,  ’tis  some¬ 
thing,  nothing; 

*Twas  mine,  'tis  his,  and  has  been  slave  to 
thousands; 

But  he  that  filches  from  me  my  good  name 
Robs  me  of  that,  which  not  enriches  him, 
And  makes  me  poor  indeed. 

Our  distinguished  friend  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois,  Everett  Dirksen,  who  al¬ 
ways  put  his  country’s  interest  first,  will 
not  only  carry  with  him  the  respect  and 
esteem  of  his  fellow  Members  of  this,  the 
greatest  legislative  body  in  the  world, 
but  he  will  take  with  him  a  good  name 
more  valuable  than  all  the  gold  of  Ophir, 
or  all  the  gems  of  Golconda’s  ancient 
mines. 

God  bless  you,  Everett.  Our  esteem, 
our  affection,  and  our  admiration  go 
with  you. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Salaries  and  expenses :  For  the  making  and 
servicing  of  new  loans,  insuring  mortgages, 
the  servicing  and  collecting  of  loans  made 
under  prior  authority,  and  the  liquidation  of 
assets  transferred  to  Farmers’  Home  Admin¬ 
istration  pursuant  to  the  Farmers’  Home  Ad¬ 
ministration  Act  of  1946,  $22,000,000,  together 
with  a  transfer  to  this  appropriation  item 
of  not  to  exceed  $120,000  of  the  fees  and 
administrative  expense  charges  made  avail¬ 
able  by  subsections  (d)  and  (e)  of  section  12 
Of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act, 
as  amended. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 


Mr.  Chairman,  one  of  the  most  ill- 
considered  reductions  made  in  this  bill 
was  in  this  item  for  production  and  sub¬ 
sistence  loans,  which  is  cut  $15,000,000 
below  an  already  low  budget  estimate. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  inadequate  provision 
is  made  for  the  entire  farm-credit  pro¬ 
gram. 

Back  in  1920  and  subsequent  years  a 
farmer,  regardless  of  the  land,  stock,  and 
equipment  he  owned,  could  not  borrow 
from  any  source.  No  bank  would  lend 
him  a  dime.  Under  the  restrictions 
placed  upon  them  by  State  and  Federal 
authorities,  they  qould  nqt  make  such 
loans  even  had  their  reserves  warranted 
it.  In  that  critical  period  the  Govern¬ 
ment  came  forward  and  said,  ‘‘If  no  one 
else  will  provide  you  with  working  capi¬ 
tal,  a  Federal  agency  will  be  created  to 
take  care  of  your  needs.”  The  program 
was  successful  beyond  the  expectations 
of  the  most  sanguine.  Today  there  are 
farmers  in  every  community  who  have 
been  able  to  finance  their  operations  and 
buy  their  homes,  and  who  owe  their  pros¬ 
perity  to  the  farm-credit  policies  of  the 
Government. 

But  recently  the  Congress  has  tended 
to  restrict  farm  credit.  Notwithstanding 
the  remarkable  record  of  repayment  and 
the  small  percentage  of  losses  incurred  in 
lending  money  to  farmers,  there  has  been 
a  definite  reduction  in  the  appropriations 
for  the  purpose.  The  reduction  here  of 
the  estimate  of  $75,000,000  for  production 
and  subsistence  loans  and  the  failure  to 
increase  other  farm-credit  appropria¬ 
tions  is  just  another  step  in  that  direc¬ 
tion. 

Instead  of  cutting  the  amount  by 
$15,000,000  the  amount  should  have  been 
increased.  There  are  many  young  peo¬ 
ple  geting  established  on  farms  who  will 
not  be  able  to  follow  a  good  land  use 
program  because  they  will  be  under  the 
necessity  of  putting  their  land  in  quick 
cash  crops  which  will  tend  to  lose  fer¬ 
tility  much  faster  than  they  are  able 
to  build  it  up.  There  are  many  veterans 
with  young  families  and  newly  acquired 
farm  homes  who  will  need  help  to  prop¬ 
erly  equip  their  farming  operations. 
They  are  not  quite  eligible  for  short  time 
banking  loans  because  much  of  their  re¬ 
sources  and  further  requirements  are  of 
a  capital  nature,  which  means  slower 
repayment  than  can  be  secured  through 
the  banks.  And  there  are  older  farmers 
who,  due  to  emergencies  or  unexpected 
reverses,  should  be  able  to  apply  for 
loans  of  this  character. 

It  is  the  wrong  section  of  the  business 
cycle  to  contract  farm  credit.  We  have 
reached  the  peak  and  the  cycle  is  turn¬ 
ing  down  and  from  now  on,  barring  an¬ 
other  war,  farm  prices  will  be  lower  and 
need  for  farm  credit  greater.  I  talked 
recently  with  one  of  the  county  super¬ 
visors  in  my  section  of  the  country  who 
told  me  that  the  demands  of  his  terri¬ 
tory  for  production  and  subsistence 
loans  was  three  to  four  times  as  great  as 
the  amount  available  for  that  purpose. 
‘‘It  is  rather  discouraging”  he  said,  “to 
be  operating  a  loan  program  without 
funds.”;  And  coupled  with  the  denial 
of  funds  is  the  heart-breaking  necessity 
of  determining  which  one  of  the  four  ap¬ 
plicants  is  to  have  the  loan  and  which 


three  are  to  be  turned  out  empty  hand¬ 
ed — although  all  four  of  them  are  good 
risks  and  can  be  expected  to  repay  their 
loans  with  interest. 

Also,  the  demand  and  the  need  for 
farm  ownership  money  is  much  greater 
than  in  the  past  several  years.  The 
mortgage  plan  has  not  proven  com¬ 
pletely  successful  because  private 
sources  cannot  afford  to  take  loans  of 
such  long  maturities  and  at  such  rates 
of  interest,  even  though  the  Government 
guarantees  eventual  repayment. 

All  amounts  under  this  title  should 
be  increased.  There  are  thousands  of 
farmers  to  whom  success  or  failure 
through  life  depends  on  securing  the 
capital  which  the  Government  can  pro¬ 
vide  without  loss  to  the  Federal 
Treasury. 

This  bill  is  unsatisfactory  in  many 
respects,  but  it  is  particularly  unfavor¬ 
able  to  farm  acquisition  and  farm  pros¬ 
perity  where  either  is  dependent  on  long¬ 
time  personal  credits  at  reasonable 
rates  of  interest. 

Mr.  HAYS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  two  words. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  wish  to  add  just  those 
few  words  to  what  I  said  in  general  de¬ 
bate  about  this  item  of  which  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Missouri  has  just  spoken. 
As  I  understand  the  reduction  to  which 
he  referred,  for  the  production  and  sub¬ 
sistence  loans,  is  from  $75,000,000,000  to 
$60,000,000.  That  is  the  amount  appro¬ 
priated  for  the  current  year.  As  I  point¬ 
ed  out,  the  money  for  fiscal  1947  ran  out 
in  February  last  year,  and  it  is  happen¬ 
ing  again  this  year.  Hundreds  of  thou¬ 
sands  of  these  applicants  for  loans  from 
the  Farmers  Home  Administration  are 
farm  lads  coming  back  from  war  and 
seeking  again  farming  opportunities. 

I  share  the  disappointment  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Missouri  with  this  particu¬ 
lar  action  of  the  committee.  I  do  it  re¬ 
luctantly,  because  I  think  on  the  whole 
they  have  done  an  exceedingly  fine  job. 
I  speak  only  because  candor  prompts  me 
to  do  it. 

Mr.  MAHON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HAYS.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Texas. 

Mr.  MAHON.  In  the  committee  I  of¬ 
fered  am  amendment  to  restore  this 
amount,  because  I  felt  that  the  program 
of  $75,000,000  would  probably  be  inade¬ 
quate  and  that  we  certainly  should  have 
the  budget  estimate.  I  am  sympathetic 
with  the  gentleman’s  position. 

Mr.  HAYS.  I  appreciate  that.  I  am 
not  offering  an  amendment  to  increase 
this  amount.  I  have  laid  no  basis  for 
it.  But  I  am  constrained  to  express  the 
hope  that  in  conference,  if  the  other 
body  should  feel  on  reflection  that  the 
amount  should  be  increased,  our  confer¬ 
ees  will  be  inclined  to  increase  the 
amount.  I  hope  we  can  make  due  pro¬ 
vision  for  these  veterans  with  farm  back¬ 
ground  to  operate  successfully  in  their 
accustomed  vocation. 

Mr.  ZIMMERMAN.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HAYS.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri. 

Mr.  ZIMMERMAN.  In  connection 
with  what  the  gentleman  has  said,  re- 
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cently  I  had  occasion  to  go  back  home. 
As  many  of  you  know,  I  come  from  a 
strictly  agricultural  district.  While 
there  I  found  that  in  our  section  of  Mis¬ 
souri,  which  is  a  very  fertile  section, 
last  year  we  had  quite  a  drought,  and 
a  good  many  of  the  men  who  had  gotten 
loans  from  the  banks  were  unable  to 
pay  off.  This  year  they  were  having  dif¬ 
ficulty  in  getting  the  necessary  funds  to 
operate  their  lands.  In  addition,  I  found 
a  number  of  veterans  who  had  made 
application  for  these  loans  wanting  to 
go  into  agriculture,  the  thing  they  were 
raised  up  to  do.  They  were  not  able  to 
do  so  because  they  could  not  get  the 
money.  The  money  had  run  out.  It 
seems  to  me  that  this  is  an  opportunity 
for  this  Congress  to  do  something  for 
this  group  of  veterans,  at  least  give  them 
a  chance  to  get  started  in  agriculture. 
I  do  hope  the  time  will  come  when  we 
can  act  favorably  on  a  reasonable  in¬ 
crease  which  will  give  these  boys  the 
opportunity  we  promised  them  would  be 
theirs  when  they  came  back  and  sought 
to  reestablish  themselves  as  citizens. 

Mr.  HAYS.  It  should  be  pointed  out 
that  these  loans  are  not  in  competition 
with  private  banking. 

Secondly,  and  I  make  this  statement 
with  confidence  that  I  can  support  it, 
the  record  of  the  Farmers  Home  Ad¬ 
ministration  in  the  repayment  of  this 
type  of  loan  is  amazing.  Not  in  any  other 
type,  of  noncommercial  loan  has  a  com¬ 
parable  record  been  made  by  a  Gov¬ 
ernment  agency. 


Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HAYS.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Iowa. 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  I  see  in  the  bill,  if 
I  re^d  it  correctly,  an  item  of  $15,000,000 
for  title  I  and  $60,000,000  for  title  II, 
and  down  below  it  appears  that  the  item 
for  salaries  is  $22,000,000,  plus  fees 
amounting  to  $120,000.  That  would 
iftake  it  appear  that  the  cost  of  the  ad¬ 
ministration  is  going, to  be  about  a  third 
as  much  as  the  loan. 

Mr.  HAYS.  No.  I  am  afraid  the 
gentleman  has  not  included  all  of  the 
items.  The  administrative  expense  runs 
about  2VZ  percent,  which  is  not  excessive. 
Remember,  this  agency  administers 
assets  of  almost  $1,000,030,000. 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  The  cost  of  admin¬ 
istering  this  is  not  what  it  appears  to  be 
at  first  glance. 

Mr.  HAYS.  No. 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  It  looks  like  it  might 
be  30  percent  or  40  percent. 

Mr.  HAYS.  No.  That  is  not  correct, 
because  it  runs  about  21/2  percent,  which, 
as  I  indicated,  is  not  an  excessive 
amount.  The  committee  was  rather 
generous  with  administrative  items. 
They  did  not  give  the  full  amount  re¬ 
quested  by  the  Budget,  but  they  came 
so  close  to  it  that  I  feel  we  cannot  com¬ 
plain.  I  thoroughly  concur  with  the 
committee  in  its  conservative  approach 
to  administrative  expenses. 

May  I  say  in  closing  that  this  points 


up  the  need  for  a  careful  distinction  in 
appropriation  items  between  those  that 
represent  a  direct  outlay  and  those 
that  represent  recoverable  expenditures. 
This  is  in  the  second  category.  These 
are  loans,  not  grants.  On  the  basis  of 
the  record  of  repayments,  there  is  every 
assurance  that  almost  the  entire  amount, 
if  not  the  entire  amount,  will  be  repaid. 
Certainly  I  hope  that  the  conference 
committee  will  be  inclined  to  be  more 
generous  on  this  particular  item. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  remainder 
of  the  bill  be  considered  as  read. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  to  congratulate 
the  committee  for  providing  this  $400,- 
000,000  for  loans  for  rural  electrification 
for  the  next  fiscal  year. 

For  the  last  15  years,  I  have  devoted 
a  large  part  of  my  time  to  this  issue.  I 
do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  it  has  done 
more  for  the  American  farmers  than  any¬ 
thing  else  Congress  has  ever  attempted. 

At  this  point  in  the  Record,  I  am  sub¬ 
mitting  a  table  showing  the  number  of 
farms  that  were  electrified  in  1934  in 
each  State  and  also  showing  the  steady 
progress  made  in  rural  electrification 
from  December  31, 1934,  to  June  30,  1946. 

The  table  is  as  follows: 


Comparison  of  rank,  percentage,  and  number  of  farms  electrified  with  central-station  service,  1935,  1940,  1945,  and  1946,  by  States 

and  for  the  United  States 


Area 

Farms, 
Jan.  1, 
1935, 
num¬ 
ber  1 

Farms  receiving 
central-station 
electric  service, 
Dec.  31, 1934 

Farms, 
Apr.  1, 
1940, 
num¬ 
ber  1 

Farms  receiving  cen¬ 
tral-station  electric 
service,  Apr.  1, 1940 

Farms, 
Jan.  1, 
1945, 
num¬ 
ber  1 

Farms  receiving  cen¬ 
tral-station  electric 
service,  June  30, 
1945  * 

Farms  receiving  cen¬ 
tral-station  electric 
service,  June  30, 
1946 

Increase  in  electrified 
farms  from  Dec.  31, 
1934,  to  June  30,  1946 

Num¬ 
ber  * 

Per¬ 

cent 

Rank 

Num- 
^  ber  i 

Per¬ 

cent 

Rank 

Num¬ 
ber  * 

Per¬ 

cent 

Rank 

Num¬ 
ber  1 

Per¬ 

cent 

Rank 

Num¬ 

ber 

Per¬ 

cent 

Rank 

United  States _ 

6, 812,  350 

743,  954 

10.9 

6,096,799 

1, 853, 249 

30.4 

5, 876, 730 

2, 725, 610 

44.7 

3, 106, 775 

52.9 

2, 362, 821 

317.6 

Alabama  . . . 

273,  455 

11,053 

4.0 

33 

231,  746 

33,907 

14.6 

41 

227, 686 

66, 400 

28.  7 

36 

77, 6.50 

34.1 

41 

66, 597 

602.5 

15 

Arizona.'.... . . 

18,  824 

5,577 

29.6 

12 

18,  468 

5,607 

30.4 

24 

13, 142 

8, 250 

44.7 

26 

9. 400 

71.  5 

20 

3.823 

68.5 

44 

Arkansas _ _ 

253,  013 

2,  943 

1.2 

47 

216,  674 

21.  303 

9.8 

5 

199,  276 

41, 150 

19.1 

45 

61, 300 

30.8 

43 

58,  357 

1,  982.  9 

2 

California. . . . 

150,  360 

81,093 

53.9 

1 

132,  658 

107,  904 

81.3 

4 

137,  962 

122,  200 

92. 1 

3 

132,  700 

96.2 

2 

51,  607 

63.  6 

46 

Colorado. . . . 

63,  644 

7, 145 

11.2 

25 

51,  436 

14, 823 

28.8 

25 

47,  656 

25,  300 

49.2 

24 

29,750 

62.4 

23 

22,011 

316.5 

25 

Connecticut . — 

32,  157 

10,138 

31.5 

10 

21, 163 

16,  995 

80.3 

5 

22,  241 

19,  300 

91.2 

4 

20,  000 

89.9 

6 

9, 862 

97.3 

40 

Delaware _ _ 

10,  381 

1,791 

17.3 

20 

8,994 

3,545 

39.4 

21 

9,  296 

5,250 

58.4 

21 

6,  700 

72.  1 

19 

4,909 

274.  1 

29 

Florida . . . 

72,  857 

5.  700 

7.8 

26 

62,  248 

15,  476 

24.9 

28 

61,  697 

22,  200 

35.7 

31 

29,  200 

47.3 

28 

23,  500 

412.3 

19 

Georgia . . 

250,  544 

6,956 

2.8 

41 

216,  033 

42,  409 

19.6 

33 

228,  055 

78,  000 

36.1 

30 

95. 150 

41.  7 

33 

88, 194 

1,  267.  9 

6 

Idaho  _ _ 

45, 113 

13,  433 

29.8 

11 

43,  663 

25,  439 

58.3 

13 

41,  498 

34.  100 

78. 1 

13 

36,  700 

88.4 

8 

23,  267 

173.2 

35 

Illinois _ 

231,  312 

28,  379 

12.3 

23 

213,  439 

80,  027 

37.5 

22 

204,  228 

122,  800 

57.5 

22 

131.  700 

64.  5 

22 

103,  321 

364.1 

22 

Indiana . . . 

200,  835 

23,  476 

11.7 

24 

184,  549 

91,  127 

49.4 

17 

176, 194 

135,  500 

73.4 

14 

147,  900 

83.9 

12 

124,  424 

530.0 

16 

Iowa _ _ _ _ 

221,  986 

32,047 

14.4 

22 

213,  318 

73,  308 

34.4 

23 

209,  009 

128,  600 

60.3 

20 

155.000 

74.2 

18 

122,  953 

383.6 

21 

Kansas . . . 

174,  589 

13, 224 

7.6 

28 

156,  327 

27,  960 

17.9 

37 

'  141,518 

43,  600 

27.9 

38 

51.  100 

36.1 

39 

37,876 

286.4 

28 

Kentucky _ 

278,298 

8,480 

3.0 

39 

252, 894 

38,  607 

15.3 

40 

238,  807 

65,  500 

25.9 

40 

76,  650 

32. 1 

42 

68, 170 

803.9 

10 

Louisiana _ _ 

170,  216 

2,826 

1.7 

46 

150,  007 

16,058 

10.  7 

44 

129,  952 

31, 150 

20.8 

43 

47, 800 

36.8 

38 

44,  974 

1,  591.  4 

4 

Maine _ _ 

41,907 

13,  959 

33.3 

8 

38, 980 

20,  221 

61.9 

15 

42, 184 

23,600 

60.5 

19 

24, 000 

56.9 

25 

10, 041 

71.9 

42 

Maryland . 

44,  501 

6,791 

15.3 

21 

42, 175 

17,170 

40.7 

20 

41,315 

26,850 

63.7 

18 

29,  500 

71.4 

21 

22,  709 

334.4 

24 

Massachusetts _  .  . 

35, 094 

14,  494 

41.3 

7 

31, 897 

26,  220 

82.2 

2 

37, 009 

27,  700 

86.8 

5 

33, 300 

90.0 

5 

18, 806 

129.8 

37 

Michigan . . 

196,  517 

42, 152 

21.4 

17 

187,  589 

131, 126 

69.9 

7 

174,980 

157,  300 

83.9 

6 

165, 050 

94.3 

3 

122, 898 

291.6 

27 

Minnesota _ 

203,  302 

13,  783 

0.8 

30 

197,  351 

50,075 

25.4 

26 

188,  948 

92,  500 

40.9 

25 

105,  2.50 

55.7 

26 

91,  467 

663.6 

12 

Mississippi . . 

311,683 

2,802 

.9 

48 

291,092 

26, 078 

9.0 

46 

263,  52? 

54,  500 

18.7 

46 

65,  300 

24.8 

46 

62,  498 

2,  230. 5 

1 

Missouri . . . 

278, 454 

17,893 

6.4 

31 

256, 100 

39,  204 

15.3 

39 

243,  276 

72,850 

28.4 

37 

93,650 

38.5 

34 

75,  757 

423.4 

17 

Montana _ _ _ 

50,564 

2,  768 

5.5 

32 

41,823 

7,947 

19.0 

34 

37,  747 

11,350 

27.1 

39 

14,  200 

37.6 

35 

11,432 

413.0 

18 

Nebraska . 

133,  616 

9,544 

7.1 

29 

121, 062 

22, 832 

18.9 

35 

111,684 

37,050 

30.6 

35 

41,  650 

37.3 

36 

32, 106 

336. 4 

23 

Nevada...  ..  _ 

3,696 

946 

25.  6 

15 

3,  373 

1,555 

43.5 

19 

3,  429 

1,860 

52.1 

23 

1,975 

57.6 

24 

1,029 

108.8 

39 

New  Hampshire _ 

17,  695 

9,  495 

53.7 

2 

16,  554 

10, 845 

65.5 

10 

18,  786 

13,850 

83.6 

7 

15,  750 

83.8 

13 

6,255 

65.9 

45 

New  Jersey.., . 

29, 375 

15, 162 

51.6 

4 

25,835 

21,298 

82.4 

1 

26, 086 

24,  300 

94.1 

2 

25.  700 

98.5 

1 

10,  538 

09.5 

43 

New  Mexico . — 

41, 369 

1,350 

3.3 

37 

34, 105 

4,479 

13.1 

42 

29, 749 

7,400 

21.7 

42 

10,  300 

34.6 

40 

8,950 

663.0 

13 

New  York.  _ 

177,025 

67, 825 

32.7 

9 

153,238 

102,  283 

66.7 

9 

149, 856 

121,  200 

79.1 

10 

126,  250 

84.2 

11 

68,  425 

118.3 

38 

North  Carolina . . 

300,  967 

9,  672 

3.2 

38 

278,  276 

67,  027 

24.3 

29 

287,  441 

106,  350 

38.2 

28 

126, 000 

43.8 

30 

116, 328 

1,202.7 

7 

North  Dakota _ 

84,  606 

1,968 

2.3 

43 

73, 962 

3,  218 

4.4 

48 

69,  520 

6,  2.50 

8.5 

48 

7,  250 

10.4 

48 

5,282 

268.4 

30 

Ohio . . . 

255, 146 

48,048 

18.8 

19 

233,  783 

137,  680 

68.9 

41 

220,  910 

184, 600 

79.0 

11 

199, 500 

90.3 

4 

151,452 

315.2 

26 

Oklahoma . 

213, 325 

6,648 

2.6 

42 

179,  687 

20, 149 

11.2 

43 

167,  686 

36,  400 

20.3 

44 

48,  650 

29.0 

45 

■  43,002 

761.4 

11 

Oregon.. . 

64,826 

17,839 

27.5 

14 

61,829 

36, 369 

68.8 

12 

63,125 

49,  400 

79.9 

9 

56, 100 

88.9 

7 

38,  261 

214.5 

33 

Pennsylvania . 

191,  284 

45, 182 

23.6 

16 

169, 027 

94,081 

55.7 

14 

171,539 

116,  200 

68.8 

15 

128,  300 

74.8 

17 

83,118 

184.0 

34 

Rhode  Island _ 

4,327 

1,975 

45.6 

6 

3,  014 

2,  457 

81.5 

3 

3,  603 

2,950 

97.9 

1 

3,150 

87.4 

9 

1.175 

59.5 

47 

South  Carolina. . 

165,  504 

3,  796 

2.3 

44 

137,  558 

27,568 

20.0 

32 

147, 120 

57, 100 

41.6 

27 

65,  750 

44.  7 

29 

61,954 

1,  632. 1 

3 

South  Dakota . 

83,303 

2,939 

3.5 

36 

72,  454 

3,  981 

5.5 

47 

68,  705 

8, 300 

11.5 

47 

9,300 

13.5 

47 

6, 361 

210.  4 

32 

Tennessee _ 

273,  783 

9,727 

3.6 

34 

247,  617 

38,  884 

15.7 

38 

235,  666 

63,  350 

25.6 

41 

71,  300 

30.3 

44 

61,  573 

633.  0 

14 

Texas..  ..  . . . 

501,  017 

11,  466 

2.3 

45 

418,  002 

79, 127 

18.9 

36 

390,  814 

144,  900 

34.7 

32 

168,  400 

43.1 

31 

156,  934 

1,  368.  7 

5 

Footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Comparison  of  rank,  percentage,  and  number  of  farms  electrified  with  central-station  service,  1935,  1940,  1945,  and  1946,  by  States 

and  for  the  United  States — Continued 


Area 

Farms, 
Jan.  1, 
1935, 
num¬ 
ber  1 

Farms  receiving 
central-station 
electric  service, 
Dec.  31, 1934 

Farms, 
Apr.  1, 
1940, 
num¬ 
ber  1 

Farms  receiving  cen¬ 
tral-station  electric 
service,  Apr.  1, 1940 

Farms, 
Jan.  1, 
1945, 
num¬ 
ber  3 

Farms  receiving  cen¬ 
tral-station  electric 
service,  June  30, 
1945  4 

Farms  receiving  cen¬ 
tral-station  eloctric 
service,  Juno  30, 
1946 

Increase  in  electrified 
farms  from  Dec.  31, 
1934,  to  June  30,  1946 

Num¬ 
ber  3 

Per¬ 

cent 

Rank 

Num¬ 
ber  1 

Per¬ 

cent 

Rank 

Num¬ 
ber  5 

Per¬ 

cent 

Rank 

Num¬ 
ber  8 

Per¬ 

cent 

Rank 

Num¬ 

ber 

Per¬ 

cent 

Rank 

Utah _ 

30,  695 

16, 130 

52.5 

3 

25,411 

17,411 

68.  5 

8 

*  26,  322 

20,  000 

78.7 

12 

21,  5.50 

81.9 

14 

5,420 

33.6 

48 

Vermont... . 

27,  061 

7,  945 

29.4 

13 

23,  582 

12,  213 

51.8 

16 

26,  490 

15,  801) 

07.  0 

16 

19,  900 

75. 1 

16 

11,955 

150.5 

36 

Virginia. . . 

197, 632 

14,  954 

7.6 

27 

174,885 

42,  144 

24. 1 

30 

173, 199 

60,  250 

34.4 

33 

72,  500 

41.9 

32 

57,  546 

384.8 

20 

Washington . .  . 

84, 381 

40,  060 

47.  5 

5 

81,686 

58,  283 

71.4 

6 

79,  887 

68,  300 

83.  6 

7 

69,  500 

87.  0 

10 

29,  440 

73.5 

41 

West  Virginia _ 

104,  747 

3,  647 

3.5 

35 

99,  282 

25,  199 

25.  4 

27 

97,  686 

33,  550 

33.8 

34 

36,  200 

37. 1 

37 

32,  553 

892.6 

9 

Wisconsin . . . 

199, 877 

39,  206 

19.6 

18 

186,  735 

87,  556 

46.9 

18 

177,  747 

124,  450 

f>6.  0 

17 

136,  350 

76.7 

15 

97, 141 

247.8 

31 

Wyoming .  . . 

17,487 

527 

3.0 

40 

15,  018 

3,  474 

23.1 

31 

12,  476 

5,550 

37.0 

29 

0,500 

52. 1 

27 

5,973 

1, 133.  4 

8 

1  U.  S.  Bureau  of  the  Census,  1935  and  1940.  • 

2  Edison  Electric  Institute. 

3  U.  S.  Bureau  of  the  Census,  preliminary  estimates,  1945  census  of  agricul.ure. 

4  Based  on  1940  census;  1945  not  available  when  estimate  made. 

8  REA  estimates. 


This  table  alone  tells  a  story  of  prog¬ 
ress  seldom  equaled  and  never  surpassed 
in  all  the  history  of  this  country. 

It  shows  that  in  1934  we  had  only 
10.9  percent  of  our  farms  electrified,  and 
that  by  June  30,  1946,  we  had  52.9  per¬ 


cent  of  the  farms  of  this  country  electri¬ 
fied. 

Here  is  another  table  that  brings  us 
down  to  June  30,  1947,  and  shows  that 
by  that  time  we  had  increased  the  num¬ 
ber  of  electrified  farms  to  61  percent. 

The  table  referred  to  follows: 


Systems  energised,  miles  energized,  and  consumers  connected  for  REA  borrowers  and  the 
percentage  of  total  farms  electrified  by  all  agencies 


Systems  energized  > 

Miles  energized ' 

Consumers  connected  1 

Percentage 
of  total 
farms  elec¬ 
trified 

June  30, 
1947 

Sept.  .30, 
1947 

June  30, 
1947 

Sept.  30, 
1947 

June  30, 
1947 

Sept.  30, 
1947 

June  30, 
1947 

889 

896 

546,  781 

568,  077 

1, 843, 351 

1, 933, 493 

61.0 

24 

24 

13,  259 

13,  905 

59,  693 

62,  589 

2  48.0 

5 

6 

736 

754 

3,  751 

3,899 

84.  7 

19 

19 

14,302 

14,816 

52, 186 

65,  828 

42.2 

5 

5 

1,683 

1,087 

5, 140 

7.243 

90.3 

20 

20 

9,273 

9,533 

27,  987 

29,  332 

68.  8 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

98.5 

1 

1 

1,  056 

1,070 

3,633 

3,  099 

81.9 

17 

17 

6, 133 

7,  003 

21,  974 

23,  759 

58.8 

43 

43 

26,  543 

27,  583 

109,  562 

116,129 

53.8 

9 

9 

3,  430 

3,  482 

8, 892 

9,215 

93. 3 

28 

28 

24,  961 

25,  898 

74,888 

78, 468 

74.9 

44 

44 

25,  474 

26,  285 

95,  437 

99,  224 

85.4 

54 

54 

36,  026 

37,204 

90,  074 

92, 340 

79.0 

24 

26 

12,  590 

13,  774 

26,  807 

29,017 

41.7 

25 

25 

16,  728 

17,  286 

72,629 

76, 057 

43.8 

15 

15 

10,  899 

11,  526 

40,  671 

43,  360 

45.8 

4 

4 

489 

489 

2,099 

2, 173 

74.7 

2 

2 

2,487 

2,523 

11,476 

12,066 

78.5 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

95.2 

13 

13 

10,711 

10, 848 

41, 144 

42,793 

^92.0 

50 

50 

38,  524 

39,944 

91,516 

95,  740 

62.4 

23 

23 

20,  515 

21,  209 

90,  4.30 

93,  950 

32.9 

42 

42 

28, 890 

29,  682 

102, 671 

106,  699 

49.2 

17 

18 

4,895 

5,  200 

14,  255 

14,  877 

41.4 

24 

24 

15,  398 

15,  843 

33,  545 

34,  676 

38.0 

2 

2 

144 

147 

645 

652 

54  9 

1 

1 

1,  547 

1,  560 

3,942 

4, 1.50 

90.4 

2 

2 

448 

449 

1,  944 

2,016 

95.  1 

9 

10 

2,433 

2,701 

7,442 

8,274 

40.6 

6 

6 

2,852 

2, 864 

10,040 

10, 158 

94.1 

35 

35 

16,  338 

17,  303 

68,  341 

72,609 

64.8 

10 

11 

5, 062 

5,600 

9,  602 

10,  541 

15.6 

28 

28 

22,120 

22,  543 

82,  558 

84, 943 

90.0 

24 

24 

20,  319 

21,133 

51, 131 

53, 223 

47.7 

13 

13 

3,  897 

4,086 

14, 039 

14,  576 

92.2 

13 

13 

12,006 

12,  178 

42, 512 

44, 107 

83.6 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

97.3 

23 

23 

13,634 

14,  230 

50,  448 

53,843 

52.2 

15 

16 

3,  643 

4,  034 

11,  348 

11,939 

18.2 

30 

30 

15, 974 

16,  489 

-  120,824 

125, 905 

40.4 

74 

74 

56,  694 

58,  989 

154,  640 

163,  591 

55.8 

5 

5 

920 

930 

2,899 

3,000 

79.6 

3 

3 

1,389 

1,462 

3,949 

4,099 

79.  5 

16 

16 

12, 206 

13, 126 

43,  248 

46,  518 

53.9 

21 

21 

7,  445 

7,370 

17, 651 

18, 119 

94.6 

2 

2 

595 

595 

2, 165 

2,295 

50.  7 

32 

32 

18, 875 

19,  491 

64,  311 

56, 238 

79. 1 

14 

14 

3,065 

3,079 

7,739 

8,046 

55.0 

2 

2 

118 

119 

957 

998 

1 

1 

55 

55 

616 

516 

Area 


United  States 

Alabama. . _* 

Arizona. . 

Arkansas...... _ 

California _ 

Colorado.. . ~ 

Connecticut- . .1 

Delaware . ' 

Florida _ 

Georgia . 

Idaho _ _ 

Illinois _ I 

Indiana . . 

Iowa _ _ 

Kansas _ 

Kentucky _ 

Louisiana . . 

Maine _ 

Maryland _ 

Massachusetts _ " 

Michigan _ 

Minnesota _ 

Mississippi _ ~ 

Missouri . . I 

Montana _ _ 

Nebraska . ~ 

Nevada _ _ _ 

New  Hampshire... 

New  Jersey.  . . 

New  Mexico . I 

New  York _ ” 

North  Carolina.... 

North  Dakota. . 

Ohio _ 

Oklahoma.. . .1 

Oregon _ 

Pennsylvania _ 

Rhode  Island. . 

South  Carolina 

South  Dakota _ I. 

Tennessee . 

Texas... . . 

Utah . ”111. 

Vermont _ ” 

Virginia _ _ 1 

Washington  . 

West  Virginia . 

Wisconsin . 

Wyoming . 

Alaska _ I.. 

Virgin  Islands . 


2  Revised. 


Note.  State  figures  represent  data  for  REA  borrowers  incorporated  within  the  State, 


When  we  started  this  program  you  will 
note  that  we  only  had  10.9  percent  of  our 
farms  electrified,  and  some  of  the  States 
had  as  little  as  1  percent.  My  State  was 
one  of  them.  Today  we  have  61  percent 
of  our  farms  electrified. 

The  farmers  are  clamoring  for  this 
service  in  every  State  in  the  Union. 
Every  dollar  of  this  money  will  come 
back  with  interest,  and  it  will  add  im¬ 
measurably  to  the  wealth  of  the  Nation. 

There  is  also  an  application  pending 
for  a  deficiency  appropriation  for  $175,- 
000,000  additional  funds  to  carry  on  this 
rural-electrification  program  during  the 
balance  of  the  present  fiscal  year.  I  sin¬ 
cerely  trust  that  every  dollar  this  de¬ 
ficiency  appropriation  asked  for  by  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  will  be  provided. 
Remember  that  if  this  money  is  not  allo¬ 
cated,  it  will  not  be  spent.  Not  a  dime 
of  it  will  be  wasted.  But  when  the  farm¬ 
ers  have  been  assured  that  they  can  get 
the  funds,  they  can  then  secure  the  ma¬ 
terials  with  which  to  build  the  lines  and 
supply  the  transformers  and  electrify 
their  homes  in  every  section  of  the  coun¬ 
try.  Then  every  dollar  of  this  money  will 
be  taken  by  them;  and  as  I  said,  it  will 
all  come  back  with  interest. 

I  remember  15  years  ago  when  a  dis¬ 
tinguished  friend  of  mine  on  the  other 
side  of  the  aisle,  who  has  long  since  left 
the  House,  rose  and  asked  me  how  far 
I  intended  to  go  with  this  program.  He 
said:  “Do  you  mean  you  would  build 
power  lines  down  the  public  roads?”  I 
said:  “Some  of  them  would  be  down  the 
public  roads,  some  of  them  would  be 
across  the  pasture.  Some  of  them  would 
be  down  the  lane.”  I  want  to  reach  every 
farmhouse  the  tax  collector  can  find  in 
times  of  peace,  or  that  we  can  reach  with 
the  draft  in  times  of  war.  If  we  do  that, 
we  will  be  building  a  strong  America,  a 
self-sustaining  America.  We  will  be 
doing  more  for  the  rural  people  of  this 
country  than  has  ever  been  done  for 
them  in  all  history. 

At  this  point  I  submit  a  copy  of  the 
pending  applications  by  States,  showing 
the  dire  necessity  for  this  deficiency 
appropriation: 

Iu  order  that  each  Member  may  see  where 
this  money  is  needed,  I  am  breaking  these 
applications  down  alphabetically: 

ALABAMA 

The  applications  now  pending  from  that 
State  amount  to  $5,562,000, 
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ARIZONA 

The  applications  now  pending  Irom  that 
State  amount  to  $1,076,000. 

ARKANSAS 

The  applications  sow  pending  from  that 
State  amount  to  $4,657,000. 

CALIFORNIA 

The  applications  now  pending  from  that 
State  amount  to  $315,000. 

COLORADO 

The  applications  now  pending  from  that 
State  amount  to  $5,303,000. 

CONNECTICUT 

The  applications  now  pending  from  that 
State  amount  to  zero. 

DELAWARE 

The  applications  now  pending  from  that 
State  amount  to  $150,000. 

FLORIDA 

The  applications  now  pending  from  that 
State  amount  to  $10,225,000. 

GEORGIA 

The  applications  now  pending  from  that 
State  amount  to  $17,913,000. 

IDAHO 

The  applications  now  pending  from  that 
State  amount  to  $1,705,000. 

ILLINOIS 

The  applications  now  pending  from  that 
State  amount  to  $9,045,000. 

INDIANA 

The  applications  now  pending  from  that 
State  amount  to  $2,186,000. 

IOWA 

The  applications  now  pending  from  that 
State  amount  to  $13,473,000. 

KANSAS 

The  applications  now  pending  from  that 
State  amount  to  $12,878,000. 

KENTUCKY 

The  applications  now  pending  from  that 
State  amount  to  $10,497,000. 

LOUISIANA 

The  applications  now  pending  from  that 
State  amount  to  $2,914,000. 

MAINE 

The  applications  now  pending  from  that 
State  amount'  to  $146,000. 

MARYLAND 

The  applications  now  pending  from  that 
State  amount  to  $800,000. 

MASSACHUSETTS 

The  applications  now  pending  from  that 
State  amount  to  zero. 

MICHIGAN 

The  applications  now  pending  from  that 
State  amount  to  $2,472,000. 

MINNESOTA 

The  applications  now  pending  from  that 
State  amount  to  $13,457,000. 

MISSISSIPPI 

The  applications  now  pending  from  that 
State  amount  to  $6,660,000. 

MISSOURI 

The  applications  now  pending  from  that 
State  amount  to  $29,797,000. 

MONTANA 

The  applications  now  pending  from  that 
State  amount  to  $8,942,000. 

NEBRASKA 

The  applications  now  pending  from  that 
State  amount  to  $18,099,000. 

NEVADA 

The  applications  now  pending  from  that 
State  amount  to  $80,000. 

NEW  HAMPSHIRE 

The  applications  now  pending  from  that 
State  amount  to  $513,000. 


NEW  JERSEY 

The  applications  now  pending  from  that 
State  amount  to  $98,000. 

NEW  MEXICO 

The  applications  now  pending  from  that 
State  amount  to  $1,960,000. 

NEW  YORK 

The  applications  now  pending  from  that 
State  amount  to  $157,000. 

NORTH  CAROLINA 

The  applications  now  pending  from  that 
State  amount  to  $3,702,000. 

NORTH  DAKOTA 

The  applications  now  pending  from  that 
State  amount  to  $23,948,000. 

OHIO 

The  applications  now  pending  from  that 
State  amount  to  $3,220,000. 

OKLAHOMA 

The  applications  now  pending  from  that 
State  amount  to  $9,337,000. 

OREGON 

The  applications  now  pending  from  that 
State  amount  to  $1,740,000. 

PENNSYLVANIA 

The  applications  now  pending  from  that 
State  amount  to  $2,161,000. 

RHODE  ISLAND 

The  applications  now  pending  from  that 
State  amount  to  zero. 

SOUTH  CAROLINA 

The  applications  now  pending  from  that 
State  amount  to  $6,765,000. 

SOUTH  DAKOTA 

The  applications  now  pending  from  that 
State  amount  to  $14,962,000. 

TENNESSEE 

The  applications  now  pending  from  that 
State  amount  to  $10,552,000. 

TEXAS 

The  applications  now  pending  from  that 
State  amount  to  $20,802,500. 

UTAH 

The  applications  now  pending  from  that 
State  amount  to  $605,000. 

VERMONT 

The  applications  now  pending  from  that 
State  amount  to  $450,000. 

VIRGINIA 

The  applications  now  pending  from  that 
State  amount  to  $4,200,000. 

WASHINGTON 

The  applications  now  pending  from  that 
State  amount  to  $2,290,000. 

WEST  VIRGINIA 

The  applications  now  pending  from  that 
State  amount  to  $53,000. 

WISCONSIN 

The  applications  now  pending  from  that 
State  amount  to  $6,802,000. 

WYOMING 

The  applications  now  pending  from  that 
State  amount  to  $3,710,000. 

Let  us  provide  these  funds  and  speed 
the  day  when  we  will  have  every  farm 
home  in  this  country  electrified  at  rates 
the  farmers  can  afford  to  pay. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  too  much  cannot  be 
said  in  appreciation  of  the  services  ren¬ 
dered  in  this  connection  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Rankin]. 
Along  with  Senator  Norris,  of  Nebraska, 
he  had  a  large  part  in  the  creatipn  of  the 
Tennessee  Valley  Authority  and  he,  as 
much  as  any  Member  of  the  House,  is 
responsible  for  the  ample  appropriations 


which  have  been  made  for  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration  in  the 
critical  years  of  its  establishment. 

If  the  gentleman  ever  dies,  as  I  hope 
he  never  will,  the  lights  shining  from 
millions  of  farm  homes  all  over  the  Na¬ 
tion  will  constitute  an  eloquent  testi¬ 
monial  to  his  long  and  useful  service  in 
this  House. 

Mr.  HORAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  two  words. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  share  with  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Mississippi  the  desire  to  see 
every  farm  in  the  Nation  electrified.  But 
the  method  that  we  have  to  employ, 
bringing  these  funds  to  Congress  for 
appropriation,  because  of  the  lag  and 
difficulties  of  getting  supplies  that  have 
to  be  competed  for  in  the  open  market, 
we  have  developed  a  considerable  amount 
of  confusion  in  the  construction  pro¬ 
gram  of  rural  lines.  Some  of  that  we 
feel  is  due  to  too  much  nursing  on  the 
part  of  the  administration  of  co-ops 
that  should  be  allowed  to  be  on  their 
own.  Keeping  them  on  the  administra¬ 
tive  rolls  we  feel  creates  part  of  the  lag 
that  exists  because  of  the  administrative 
bottleneck.  When  we  go  back  into  the 
House  I  shall  get  permission  to  insert 
a 'table  here  on  all  of  the  REA’s  in  the 
several  States  of  the  Nation  which  shows 
their  total  assets,  their  net  worth,  their 
age,  and  so  forth.  Some  of  these  cer¬ 
tainly  could  be  liberated  from  admin¬ 
istrative  restrictions.  Others,  as  this 
table  will  show,  need  administrative 
help. 

This  table  should  be  explained  some¬ 
what.  In  the  net-worth  column  there 
are  some  figures  in  parenthesis.  These 
co-ops  are  deficient.  That  should  be 
added  to  the  total  assets  to  show  their 
financial  position  as  being  in  additional 
liability. 

You  will  see  that  there  are  some  which 
are  in  trouble.  This  trouble  should  be 
worked  out  and  corrected,  because  they 
reflect  upon  all  of  the  REA  co-ops  and 
their  record  is  used  against  the  good 
names  of  the  sound  cooperatives. 

I  feel  that  we  are  making  headway  in 
clarifying  the  REA  program  and  I  trust 
we  will  make  sound  headway. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HORAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Let  me  say  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Washington  that  originally 
the  interest  rates  were  very  high.  The 
restriction  as  to  amount  was  limited  to 
$40,000,000  a  year  and  I  believe  the 
amortization  period  was  only  20  years. 
We  got  this  relaxed  a  few  years  ago,  re¬ 
ducing  the  Interest  rate  to  2  percent, 
taking  the  limit  off  the  amount  that  can 
be  provided  for  rural  electrification,  and 
extending  the  amortization  period  to  35 
years.  That  has  enabled  a  great  many 
of  these  co-ops  that  were  having  trouble 
to  get  back  on  their  feet  and  to  carry  on 
their  work  of  electrifying  farm  homes 
in  their  respective  areas.  I  feel  that  if 
we  will  just  continue  to  give  them  the 
support  we  are  giving  them  here  today 
that  we  will  soon  electrify  every  farm 
home  in  the  country. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HORAN,  I  yield. 
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Mr  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  I  just  want  to 
join  with  the  gentleman  in  his  expres¬ 
sions  with  reference  to  the  efforts  REA 
is  making  in  my  section  of  the  country, 
southern  Ohio.  We  have  one  of  the 
most  modern  and  up-to-date  coopera¬ 
tives  of  that  kind  I  think  in  the  whole 
country,  and  it  has  been  operating  mag¬ 
nificently. 

Mr.  HORAN.  We  have  outlined  the 
policy  of  the  committee  on  the  complete 
record  in  our  hearings  and  I  trust  that 
what  is  being  submitted  here  will  further 
amplify  that.  I  know  that  the  Mem¬ 
bers  are  interested  in  REA  and  seeing 
it  maintained  on  a  sound  basis. 

I  hope  the  material  we  are  putting  into 
the  Congressional  Record  today  will  as¬ 
sist  in  clarifying  a  lot  of  this  matter  and 
perhaps  remove  the  confusion. 

Mr.  MAHON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HORAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MAHON.  I  think  the  gentleman 
will  agree  that  there  might  be  some  mis¬ 
understanding  in  the  country  over  the 
availability  of  the  $100,000,000  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  the  budget  estimate  which  is  pro¬ 
vided  in  this  bill.  I  think  it  has  been 
pointed  out  on  the  floor  that  this  money 
will  not  be  available  for  present  needs; 
it  will  not  be  available  until  July  1. 

I  believe  it  should  also  be  pointed  out 
that  a  budget  estimate  for  an  additional 
$175,000,000  for  the  current  fiscal  year 
is  now  pending  before  the  Deficiency 
Committee. 

Mr.  HORAN.  I  may  say,  however,  that 
that  budget  estimate  was  not  sent  up 
until  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  on 
last  Saturday  practically  forced  the  REA 
to  send  it  up. 


Net  worth  of  REA-financed  rural  electric- 
distribution  systems  as  of  Aug.  31,  1947 


Borrower  desig¬ 
nation 

Total 

assets 

Net  worth 

Age  in 
months 

1  Amount 

Percent  of 
assets 

Average 

Since  ener- 
|  gization 

REGION  £ 

Arizona: 

13-. . 

(1) 

(i) 

m 

11 

14. . 

$1,  305,  842 

$104,  456 

8 

77 

86 

17 _ 

500,  201 

(21,  763) 

13 

14 

22. _ _ 

c) 

'  O') 

(0 

1 

New  Mexico: 

4 _ 

834,  367 

200, 141 

24 

71 

107 

8 _ _ 

1,  061,  226 

37,  851 

4 

50 

92 

9 _ _ 

1,  202,  229 

50, 161 

4 

57 

105 

11 _ 

659,  322 

11,975 

2 

14 

37 

12 _ 

508,  441 

(61,  755) 

33 

81 

13.  . 

0) 

14  _ _ 

(1) 

(1) 

(1) 

U 

17 _ 

(■) 

0) 

(') 

29 

20. . . . 

304,  321 

9,  460 

3 

17 

21 

Texas: 

7. . 

600, 176 

4,457 

1 

61 

138 

11 _ 

920,  881 

59,  991 

7 

58 

106 

21 _ 

623,  744 

27,  847 

4 

91 

116 

23 _ 

764(606 

64.  422 

8 

77 

108 

30 . . 

1,  693,  189 

348,  962 

21 

58 

110 

33 . . 

350, 157 

179, 782 

51 

'  105 

116 

38 . 

1, 015,  743 

90, 389 

9 

76 

116 

40 _ 

1,371, 122 

155,  892 

11 

59 

103 

41 _ 

522,  223 

114,904 

22 

80 

119 

44 _ 

237, 559 

12,190 

5 

97 

in 

45 . 

795,  275 

37,  762 

5 

85 

114 

47 _ 

008,410 

(8,  337) 

89 

48. . 

936, 081 

301,814' 

32 

si 

108 

40. . 

712,  136 

90,  750 

12 

94 

114 

50 _ 

1, 004,  391 

114,403 

11 

72 

109 

62 . . 

822, 338 

36, 194 

4 

70 

109 

63 . . 

897, 302 

110,  409 

12 

65 

108 

64 _ 

1,  279,  745 

170,071 

13 

65 

106 

55 . 

967,  005 

1,774 

0) 

49 

99 

Footnote  at  end  of  table. 
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Net  worth  of  REA-financed  rural  electric- 
distribution  systems  as  of  Aug.  31,  1947 — 
Continued 


Borrower  desig¬ 
nation 


region  x— con. 

Texas— con. 

56.'...., . 

58 . . . 

59..  . . 

60 _ _ 

fil . . 

62_ . . . 

63  _ _ 

64  . . . 

65..  . . 

67.. . . . 

68 . . 

69 . . 

70. . . 

71 _ 

72. . . 

75  _ 

76  _ 

77  . . 

78  . . . 

80 . . . . 

83. . . 

84 _ 

85.. . . . 

86 . . 

87.. . . . 

88 . . 

89 _ _ _ 

91 . . 

92..  . . 

93.  . . 

94.  . 

95 . . . 

96. . 

97 _ _ 

98. . 

99  . 

100  . . 

101 . 

102 _ _ 

103 _ 

104. . . 

106 . 

107.. . . 

108c.. . 

Ill . 

113 . . 

114. . 

115 _ 

118. . 

119 _ 

123 _ 

124. . . 

125..  . 

135.. .. . . 


REGION  I 

Delaware:  2 _ 

Maine: 

2 . 

8 . . 

12 . . 

13 _ .... 

Maryland: 

4 . 

7.. . . , 

New  Hampshire: 

4 . . . 

New  Jersey: 

4 . 

6 . . 

New  York: 

19 . 

20. . 

21 . . 

23. . . 

24..  . . 

North  Carolina: 

10. 


14. 

16. 

21. 

23. 

25. 

31. 

32. 

33. 

34. 

35. 

36. 

37. 

38. 

39. 

40. 


Total 

assets 


$1 


2.54,352 
665, 363 
825,  773 
051,859 
079,  255 
692,  623 
737,  880 
293,  287 
840,  423 
935, 107 
710,  604 
351,383 
098,  747 
522, 073 
937,  480 
573, 713 
054,  776 
819,  272 
813,  723 
997,029 
741,314 
514,  950 
498,  284 
057,  715 
145, 181 
737,  682 
862,  932 
853,  702 
002,711 
778,  455 
052,111 
352, 446 
789,  327 
559, 704 
617,023 
774, 975 
144,  661 
880, 118 
715,238 
861,  654 
548,  592 
983,  681 
924,  423 
645,  776 
662, 922 
435,  582 
447, 958 
657, 612 
731,  438 
454,  410 
735,  999 
339,  619 
881, 865 
647, 603 


1, 364, 054 

274, 897 
285,  413 
224, 915 
102,  731 


065,  665 
031,038 


1,  733,  409 

339,  744 
237,263 

513,  306 
612,  794 
621,  780 
150,  592 
202,  293 

690,  223 

*  350,  694 
597, 189 
830, 124 

2,  465, 053 

*  803,  480 
754, 121 
643,  766 
474,  305 
894,  201 
991, 161 
971,  691 
902,  774 

45,990 
903, 181 
655, 805 


Net  worth 


0 

-1 


$160,  966 
60,  604 
41,702 
240,  014 
9,431 
3,008 
49, 859 
82,  220 
87,  588 
37, 131 
113,388 
112,207 
89, 682 
38, 806 
69,517 

148 
318,  271 
128,  479 

66,  814 
18,  478 
65,  544 
0) 

2, 839 
99,  343 
60, 473 
74,  758 
46,  512 
60,  321 
55,  701 
81,  541 
111,432 
37, 232 
41, 038 
8,  288 
33, 169 
55,  452 
181,  267 
110,  625 

67,  772 
91,  448 
19, 928 
61,890 
33, 297 
(2,  671) 
13,419 

970 
14,672 
(12, 720) 
(11, 191) 

211 
60,495 
(4,  993) 
38, 068 
(9,  245) 


192,  399 

4,809 
(31,  270) 
(28, 127) 
(12,  833) 

201,  381 
153,231 

(385,  276) 

(4,  531) 
11,026 

(8,  889) 
(6, 118) 
(25,  888) 
(19,  598) 
(11,790) 

22, 199 
66,405 
48,  236 
140,640 
34,  538 
33, 166 
5,  373 
43,  944 
1,  954 
36,  427 
(666) 
42,  512 
12, 275 
(12,  878) 
45,  975 
65,  424 


13 

9 

5 

15 
1 

(J) 

7 

6 
10 

4 

16 

8 
8 
7 

7 

(3) 

8 
16 

8 

2 

9 

(‘) 

1 

9 

5 

10 

5 
7 

6 
10 
11 

3 
5 
1 

5 
7 

6 
13 

9 

11 

4 
6 
4 


(») 


(3) 

8 


14 


Footnotes  at  end  of  table. 


Age  in 
months 

Borrower  desig¬ 
nation 

Total 

assets 

Net  worth 

Age  in 
months 

Average 

Since  ener¬ 

gization  J 

Amount 

Percent  of 

assets 

Average 

Since  ener¬ 
gization 

REGION  I— COn. 

North  Carolina— 

69 

109 

continued 

82 

105 

43... . 

$822, 803 

$270,  303 

33 

68 

87 

57 

99 

46  . 

1,  539,  474 

(643) 

45 

78 

44 

97 

47... . . 

'  636;  154 

15, 810 

2 

49 

77 

81 

105 

48  . 

362, 120 

(11,491) 

65 

79 

72 

94 

49... 

992,  834 

896 

41 

78 

82 

107 

50 _ 

‘  514, 154 

22,  760 

4 

65 

76 

64 

104 

51 _ 

1,  041,  595 

59,  625 

6 

47 

77 

56 

105 

52 _ _ 

921,  291 

68,556 

7 

40 

78 

80 

106 

53 _ 

433,  254 

(16,  275) 

59 

70 

60 

100 

55 . . . 

294'  020 

(10,  227) 

57 

71 

68 

100 

56.  _ 

337’,  834 

(27,  561) 

35 

60 

61 

99 

58. _ _ 

624;  514 

12,  557 

2 

9 

13 

61 

96 

59 . . 

417,  899 

11,888 

3 

14 

33 

78 

95 

63 _ 

68,  825  . 

9,262 

13 

55 

116 

60 

97 

66 _ _ 

583,  514 

8,249 

1 

9 

14 

94 

Pennsylvania: 

66 

99 

4 _ _ 

1,  769,  639 

'  190,460 

11 

97 

123 

72 

94 

6. . 

1,599,411 

254,  773 

16 

85 

116 

42 

96 

12. _ 

307,  967 

7,  431 

2 

86 

116 

64 

94 

13 . . 

1,266,091 

81,440 

6 

83 

117 

47 

94 

14 _ 

788,  684 

15,  660 

2 

77 

116 

67 

93 

15 . . . 

1,  368,  695 

85,  901 

6 

84 

118 

60 

97 

17 _ 

1,  488,  661 

261,434 

18 

76 

108 

50 

91 

19 . 

453,  905 

9,  413 

2 

48 

84 

75 

91 

20 . . 

1,469,311 

80, 184 

5 

65 

93 

43 

79 

21 _ _ 

877,  437 

6,  558 

1 

60 

90 

65 

93 

22 _ 

592,  376 

49,284 

8 

69 

91 

66 

92 

24 _ 

442,  388 

47,  965 

11 

78 

92 

52 

92 

25... . 

1,  463,  564 

3,  986 

47 

76 

65 

92 

Vermont: 

58 

94 

7 . 

770, 195 

80,  362 

10 

67 

IOO 

50 

92 

8 . . 

944,705 

(107,  759) 

45 

93 

46 

79 

10  . . 

275,  525 

(37,  854) 

38 

59 

43 

*86 

Virginia: 

61 

93 

2 . 

502,  795 

(1,809) 

91 

110 

100 

11  . . 

2,  205'  972 

(10,  993) 

81 

115 

72 

93 

22.... . 

1,  485;  057 

87,  694 

6 

89 

133 

60 

91 

27 _ 

3,  669, 167 

(17,  203) 

59 

117 

68 

84 

28... . 

■  665;  870 

18,  303 

3 

71 

112 

47 

89 

29 . . . 

1,  267,  592 

25,  488 

2 

68 

107 

43 

79 

30 . . 

1,118,  430 

3,330 

68 

102 

39 

81 

31 . 

1, 457;  402 

43',  495 

3 

69 

106 

35 

80 

34 _ 

2,  027,  046 

45,  452 

2 

40 

94 

50 

80 

35. . . . 

902, 043 

37,116 

4 

54 

100 

17 

24 

36 . 

510,  836 

(13, 468) 

38 

84 

39 

73 

37... 

607,  809 

(16,  973) 

59 

84 

30 

68 

38. . 

436,  3^7 

(43’  206) 

65 

86 

27 

52 

39 . . 

753,  W5 

(34, 966) 

46 

75 

14 

27 

41. . . 

1, 195, 176 

(7,  531) 

54 

116 

61 

101 

15 

20 

REGION  II 

24 

50 

11 

19 

Florida: 

14. . 

2, 161,  360 

(42,  747) 

56 

107 

15.. . 

'  616;  003 

'  5;  654 

1 

49 

91 

16 _ _ 

830,  ,588 

84,  417 

10 

80 

105 

93 

113 

17 . . 

1,139,371 

36,  8.87 

3 

54 

101 

22.... . . 

537,  599 

6,  692 

1 

56 

87 

87 

106 

23. . . 

347,  156 

(5,  941) 

58 

85 

83 

86 

24 . 

584,454 

(104’  067) 

35 

56 

33 

66 

25.  . . 

232;  837 

3,007 

1 

58 

76 

62 

67 

26.. . 

828,  806 

54, 135 

6 

41 

72 

28 _ _ 

576,  988 

(13,  043) 

42 

73 

79 

108 

29 . 

653,  628 

'30;  525' 

5 

44 

68 

59 

92 

30.-. . . 

776,  251 

26, 125 

3 

35 

75 

33 . . 

326, 628 

7,827 

2 

4 

5 

69 

90 

34 _ 

404,  748 

(19,  275) 

13 

24 

35. . 

590,  255 

'  i;  516 

9 

12 

85 

115 

Oeorgia: 

102 

120 

7 . 

1,275,208 

672,  530 

53 

97 

133 

8 _ 

566,  687 

114,988 

20 

75 

120 

31 

38 

17 . . 

694,  994 

114,  861 

16 

59 

120 

30 

38 

20 . . 

625,  974 

103, 799 

17 

80 

122 

26 

34 

22. . 

1,  536,  808 

336,  948 

22 

91 

122 

39 

42 

31 _ 

386,  987 

73,  357 

19 

75 

118 

31 

39 

34 . . 

1, 120, 055 

142,  044 

13 

67 

121 

35 . . 

924,  745 

216,  635- 

23 

80 

122 

52 

95 

37 . 

789,  460 

95,  421 

12 

69 

119 

90 

114 

39 . 

893, 125 

52,  511 

6 

66 

111 

64 

124 

42 . 

479,  489 

41, 933 

9 

96 

124 

75 

106 

45 . 

509, 173 

120,  342 

24 

87 

107 

81 

115 

51 . 

510,  852 

76,  568 

15 

68 

121 

79 

98 

58 . 

1,  131,759 

84,490 

7 

81 

114 

68 

100 

65 . 

752,  720 

80, 136 

11 

71 

119 

60 

93 

66 . 

1,  004,  358 

364,  934 

36 

86 

119 

76 

96 

67 . 

1,  213,  246 

56, 967 

5 

91 

114 

61 

98 

68 . . 

464,  315 

35,  908 

8 

94 

111 

61 

95 

69. . 

616,  321 

36,  598 

6 

71 

111 

61 

97 

70 . . . 

925,  340 

8,  167 

1 

79 

112 

74 

95 

73 . 

308,  665 

36, 863 

9 

87 

103 

73 

96 

74 . 

836;  212 

18, 032 

2 

83 

113 

65 

90 

75 . 

557,  433 

36, 272 

6 

82 

109 

78 

92 

77 . 

559,  598 

71, 920 

13 

77 

98 

Footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Borrower  desig¬ 
nation 

Total 

assets 

Net  worth 

Age  in 
months 

Borrower  desig¬ 
nation 

Total 

assets 

Net  worth 

Age  in 
months 

Borrower  desig¬ 
nation 

Total 
assets  ■ 

Net  worth 

Age  in 
months 
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rO 

REGION  n— con. 

REGION  in— con. 

REGION  IV—  COn. 

Georgia— Con. 

Mississippi: 

Michigan: 

78 . . 

$454,  998 

$56, 437 

12 

82 

98 

1,  TVA . 

$339, 682 

$125, 178 

37 

104 

138 

5 

$743, 919 

($24,  296) 

94 

100 

81  . . 

862,  383 

93, 881 

n 

88 

98 

17,  TVA  . 

543,  059 

384,  918 

71 

77 

99 

26 

2,  266  932 

'(9l!  440) 

102 

115 

83  . . 

T,  195,  468 

186, 162 

16 

64 

101 

20 

700 | 256 

78,  782 

11 

72 

113 

28 

1,  566,  754 

155.  497 

10 

86 

116 

84. . . 

549, 199 

106, 831 

19 

78 

104 

21  . 

901,  804 

82,  302 

9 

76 

115 

33  . 

1,  441,  288 

17,  347 

1 

74 

107 

86. . . . 

765,  636 

51,838 

7 

62 

99 

22,  TVA  ... 

817,  433 

63, 972 

8 

78 

114 

37 

1,  889,  613 

64,  602 

3 

102 

110 

87. . 

355, 109 

12,  871 

4 

79 

96 

23' 

1,  313,  245 

29,  821 

2 

60 

107 

40 

1,  810,  571 

(230,  554) 

86 

107 

88. . . 

695,  957 

61,853 

9 

64 

101 

24,  TVA... 

'  327,  902 

53,  260 

16 

111 

41 

544,  024 

88 

102 

90.  . 

718, 463 

84,  546 

12 

81 

100 

26,  TVA  . 

1, 214'  936 

220,709 

18 

63 

100 

42’  .. 

906,  344 

(7,  201) 

73 

99 

91 _ _ 

629,816 

8,  949 

1 

44 

87 

28' 

'  817,  809 

137, 844 

17 

63 

111 

44  .. 

665,  746 

28,  354' 

4 

78 

99 

92 . . 

459,  891 

25,  762 

6 

81 

.85 

29,  TVA 

1,  719'  758 

556,  334 

32 

76 

97 

45— 

1,  695i  041 

202,  292 

12 

97 

108 

94. . . 

405.  481 

38,  624 

9 

53 

84 

30 

l|  208^  517 

166,  354 

14 

55 

97 

95. . . 

653, 494 

(11, 042) 

44 

81 

31 

l',  221,  347 

149,  353 

12 

61 

104 

1  . . 

1,  607,  009 

(38, 612) 

119 

134 

9fi_ . 

633,  467 

(17,  525) 

62 

77 

34  . 

l!  974,  260 

135,  927 

7 

90 

103 

24 . 

'  283,  971 

79,  393 

28 

109 

114 

97 _ _ 

438,  754 

25, 153 

6 

46 

79 

36 

\,  384',  488 

102,  919 

7 

47 

99 

29  . 

1,  276.  710 

7,310 

1 

76 

114 

98 . . . . 

300, 433 

(5, 208) 

60 

73 

38 

1, 139,  701 

71, 389 

6 

49 

96 

30  .. 

'  396,  688 

52',  197 

13 

93 

115 

99 . . 

288,  945 

26,  290 

9 

65 

75 

39  .. 

i,  1A4,  470 

32, 032 

3 

62 

93 

31 . 

963,  413 

231, 190 

24 

84 

127 

103 _ _ 

242, 153 

4,584 

2 

5 

6 

40 

2, 332!  730 

(3, 095) 

58 

100 

32... 

1, 187,  819 

110,  764 

9 

72 

107 

South  Carolina: 

41.... . 

1,  94R  646 

•  36,134 

2 

51 

95 

33. . 

'  924,  716 

109,  001 

12 

88 

119 

14 . . 

1,131,097 

102,  697 

9 

71 

107 

43,  TVA 

487,  298 

166, 500 

34 

95 

100 

39.. . 

1,  205,  071 

176,  338 

15 

88 

110 

19 . 

965,  360 

53,  640 

6 

65 

91 

45|  TVA  7  _. 

1, 172,  962 

239,  418 

20 

75 

93 

41 . 

l!  034,  596 

115,  200 

11 

85 

112 

21 . 

757, 132 

(29,  726) 

71 

90 

49,  TVA 

'  982',  965 

585,  429 

60 

0) 

92 

42 

'  575!  387 

48,  959 

9 

93 

112 

22 . 

527,  618 

(6,  557) 

69 

91 

50  TVA 

8821289, 

259,  429 

29 

47 

92 

50.. 

570,  095 

7,  244 

1 

114 

121 

23 . 

434,  709 

(10. 107) 

74 

88 

55... 

701,388 

88,  797 

13 

87 

114 

24 . 

361,  428 

(843) 

75 

90' 

1,  TVA. 

2,  287,  839 

446, 877 

20 

86 

133 

56... 

990.  310 

195.  030 

20 

117 

127 

25 _ _ 

552,  898 

166, 677, 

30 

56 

83 

9,  TVA . 

2, 025;  536 

113, 440 

6 

77 

116 

59 . . 

468,  507 

63,  569 

14 

92 

112 

26 . 

641,  433 

8,070 

1 

66 

84 

16,  TVA . 

1,  604,  337 

394,  671 

25 

77 

122 

60. . . 

1,  111,698 

243,  065 

22 

97 

114 

27. _ _ 

626,  941 

(17,  820) 

60 

83 

17,  TVA . 

301,012 

39,  500 

13 

81 

117 

65  8 . 

1,  868,  918 

T62,  859 

8 

72 

116 

28 . 

1,  277,  537 

117, 306 

9 

66 

85 

19'  TVA . 

2, 177,  862 

541,  576 

25 

71 

129 

68 . . 

459,  898 

2,220 

(#) 

102 

116 

29 . 

690,  633 

23,  045 

3 

62 

80 

20,  TVA . 

2,  339,  477 

863,  515 

37 

64 

132 

71 . 

343,  048 

155,  476 

45 

90 

130 

30... . 

364, 135 

(7, 075) 

61 

80 

21,  TVA _ 

2, 378, 707 

654,  704 

28 

92 

121 

74 _ 

423)  615 

18,  811 

4 

98 

113 

31 . . 

893, 123 

16,  830 

2 

53 

80 

23^  TVA _ 

301,  520 

147,  214 

49 

67 

109 

75 _ 

607,  790 

64,  969 

11 

92 

115 

32 . . 

523,  255 

8,140 

2 

46 

80 

24;  TVA  ... 

1,  503,  283 

392,  479 

26 

86 

101 

83.. . 

930, 141 

95,  405 

10 

81 

109 

33 . . . 

426,  584 

(31,  231) 

72 

80  1 

25^  TVA 

1, 179,  878 

361, 846 

31 

74 

96 

84 . 

735,  884 

119, 128 

16 

70 

96 

34 . . . 

490,  277 

117, 300 

24 

61 

80 

26',  TVA 

'  861,  911 

90,  186 

10 

63 

73 

$5. . 

505,  983 

161,  579 

32 

84 

96 

36 . 

660,  729 

(6,  914) 

38 

80 

27,  TVA 

410,  203 

51,  943 

13 

47 

75 

86. . . 

1,  366,  956 

205,  682 

15 

70 

101 

36 . 

386,  798 

(45,  349) 

47 

.70 

31,  TVA  .. 

904, 136 

151,636 

17 

36 

99 

87 . 

1,  018,  240 

109,  712 

11 

86 

96 

37... . . 

678,  905 

38,  448 

7 

53 

80 

32,  TVA.  .. 

650,  622 

350, 181 

54 

77 

96 

88 . 

1,  767,  581 

40,  267 

2 

31 

89 

38. . 

1, 162, 157 

26,  781 

2 

63 

80 

34,  TVA 

653,  827 

157,  372 

28 

27 

95 

.93 . 

978i  448 

1L  799 

1 

43 

76 

40. . . . 

330, 266 

(6,  619) 

31 

54 

35i  TVA 

1, 179, 858 

365,  341 

31 

68 

87 

94 _ 

446,  541 

(9, 096) 

32 

66 

41 _ 

392, 632 

19, 626 

5 

38 

71 

37,  TVA 

'  738, 405 

243,  406 

33 

74 

85 

West  Virginia: 

Virgin  Islands:  1. 

•  202,  317 

(53,  210) 

66 

69 

38,  TVA  . 

823,  228 

409, 771 

50 

62 

85 

8....;.. . 

170,  505 

(58,  237) 

92 

1C4 

39,  TVA  .. 

735, 195 

137,  504 

19 

(') 

0) 

10 . . 

545, 680 

(134, 357) 

77 

105 

REGION  HI 

43,  TVA . 

607,  062 

212,  293 

42 

61 

70 

Alabama: 

45,  TVA . 

782, 198 

287,  882 

37 

63 

71 

REGION  V 

9 _ _ 

367,  205 

(6,  982) 

90 

122 

46,  TVA 

773,  709 

19,  445 

3 

54 

62 

18,  TVA _ 

917',  510 

286, 916 

31 

90 

131 

48,  TVA . 

821 ;  158 

147,  226 

18' 

45 

68 

Illinois: 

19,  TVA . 

403,  5&3 

118,  266 

29 

94 

128 

49,  TVA 

397,  203 

22,  491 

6 

59 

67 

2 . 

1, 576,  752 

342,  526 

22 

70 

117 

20 _ _ 

568, 792 

113,  762 

20 

92 

111 

51,  TVA 

629;  302 

6,564 

1 

66 

73 

7 . 

214, 967 

40,  305 

19 

75 

117 

21,  TVA . 

764,  219 

112,  955 

15 

78 

112 

8  . . . 

980, 052 

194,  736 

20 

69 

93 

22'. . . 

1,  260,  245 

19,  2S3 

1 

47 

93 

REGION  IV 

12. . 

1, 205,  372 

.  138, 142 

11 

64 

92 

23 . 

888,  007 

45,800 

5 

102 

113 

18 _ _ 

2, 212, 681 

(14, 466) 

85 

110 

25 . 

380,  694 

68,918 

18 

83 

100 

21 . *.. 

1,  588,  877 

78, 393 

5 

85 

121 

26 . 

496,  241 

(16,297) 

85 

100 

1  . . 

999, 127 

151,203 

15 

74 

114 

23. . 

984, 154 

98, 175 

10 

82 

121 

27 . 

772,  077 

11,680 

2 

80 

97 

6 . 

657!  196 

268,  738 

41 

114 

135 

26 . 

1,  923,  912 

272,  392 

14 

85 

109 

28 . 

913, 095- 

(62,  204) 

75 

94 

7  . 

670!  192 

253, 238 

38 

95 

121 

27 _ _ 

785,  450 

69, 773 

9 

51 

98 

29 _ 

970',  581 

52,911 

6 

75 

93 

8 

470!  991 

183,  596 

39 

85 

116 

28 . . 

1,  379,  871 

146,  422 

11 

62 

105 

30. . 

1, 173,  519 

96, 029 

8 

63. 

94 

9 

510!  324 

143,  291 

28 

84 

112 

29. . 

1,331,802 

179,  302 

13 

70 

104 

>32 . . . 

722,  236 

27,  608 

4 

73 

86 

11 

658,  279 

180,  349 

27 

74 

100 

30 . . 

984, 195 

44,  571 

5 

77 

101 

33 _ 

433,  262 

14, 128 

3 

79 

87 

14  . 

607,  914 

8,  292 

2 

106 

122 

31 . 

511,817 

84,  875 

17 

65 

95 

35,  TVA . 

475,  864 

160,  214 

34 

63 

86 

15 

305',  459 

15, 136 

5 

82 

110 

32 . . 

908,  270 

68,  018 

7 

76 

97 

36,  TVA . 

1,  232,  163 

182,  705 

15 

62 

86 

16 

670!  493 

234,  926 

35 

103 

116 

33 . 

699,  500 

60,  334 

9 

76 

92 

37,  TVA _ 

606, 356 

174,198 

29 

72 

86 

18  . 

'  537,279 

37, 347 

7 

97 

111 

34. . 

1, 355, 976 

48, 269 

4 

52 

89 

38,  TVA _ 

1, 023, 003 

707,  213 

69 

81 

86 

21 

343!  150 

87, 611 

26 

93 

107 

36 . 

1, 170,  207 

101,  571 

9 

70 

92 

39'. . 

860,  509 

8,  549 

1 

12 

18 

24 

583,  698 

167,  928 

29 

101 

116 

37. . 

1,  794,  969 

282, 819 

16 

74 

91 

43,  TVA _ 

621,  711 

244.  870 

39 

60 

66 

26  . 

668,  061 

57;  260 

9 

70 

91 

38 . . 

1, 951, 416 

388, 802 

20 

76 

97 

44  L . 

645, 461 

67, 340 

12 

0) 

36 

27 

615,  056 

38,  439 

6 

86 

97 

39 . . 

1, 001,  802 

68,510 

7 

79 

92 

,  46,  TVA . 

139,  565 

5,  514 

4 

6 

7 

29 

598,  498 

\09, 982 

18 

82 

108 

40. . 

1, 067, 533 

57, 106 

5 

64 

89 

4?;  TVA . 

(') 

(') 

M 

(') 

32 

494,  448 

fl9!  618 

24 

106 

111 

41 _ _ 

1,  525,  595 

278,  210 

18 

65 

97 

Kentucky: 

33. .. 

708,  745 

332,  007 

47 

106 

116 

43 . 

1, 002, 190 

37,  588 

4 

57 

90 

3 . 

989,  271 

56,  290 

6 

64 

98 

35 

492!  957 

88,  257 

18 

86 

97 

44. . 

456,  875 

(36,  993) 

68 

88 

18  . . 

917, 176 

62,  771 

6 

72 

116 

37 

763,  003 

155,  378 

20 

88 

112 

45 . . 

515,  601 

81,  926 

16 

69 

89 

20 . : _ 

635, 782 

162,  990 

26 

80 

112 

38 

346!  005 

92!  849 

27 

104 

120 

46 . . 

1,  324,  473 

301, 364 

23 

67 

89 

21 . . 

1,082,883 

162,  372 

15 

91 

115 

40 

967, 812 

134,  562 

14 

80 

91 

48.... . 

564,  267 

(12,  894) 

25 

36 

23.. . . 

774,  968 

86, 128 

11 

78 

102 

41  .. 

288!  036 

56,  210 

20 

91 

102 

Iowa: 

26,  TVA _ 

1,428,951 

154,323 

11 

73 

108  ■ 

42 

1,271,007 

97, 843 

8 

65 

102 

2 . 

648,  043 

103, ',549 

16 

65 

98 

27  . 

810, 318 

94,836 

12 

89 

110 

44 

' 329!  977 

90',  862 

28 

65 

97 

3 . 

1,  087,  067 

57, 139 

5 

41 

94 

30 . . 

877,  536 

108,  937 

12 

79 

111 

46  . 

39l!  310 

84,  807 

22 

81 

92 

5 . 

800,  717 

69, 103 

9 

77 

119 

33 . . 

1,300,125 

115,305 

9 

81 

111 

47... 

517,  352 

39, 351 

8 

78 

95 

7 _ _ _ 

861,  772 

152,  665 

18 

63 

95 

34 

1,040,250 

99,  894 

10 

64 

104 

52  .. 

1, 545!  024 

94,  531 

6 

62 

93 

9. . 

3, 271,  966 

235,  879 

7 

77 

119 

35,  TVA _ 

1,113;  789 

105, 150 

9 

78 

102 

53 . 

446, 621 

73;  777 

17 

89 

99 

11 _ _ _ 

61,  022 

26,  230 

43 

97 

118 

37' 

379,  041 

112,  448 

8 

82 

115 

55  .. 

l,lll!  494 

199,  341 

18 

81 

92 

12  _ 

39, 166 

37,  252 

95 

125 

125 

38,  TVA__ 

600,  784 

20, 148 

3 

48 

98 

69:. 

610,  363 

168,  478 

26 

93 

112 

14 . 

782,  520 

49,  799 

6 

83 

113 

40  . 

368,166 

60,  669 

16 

95 

Ill 

60 . 

1, 032,  807 

7R  529 

7 

65 

84 

15 . 

588,  814 

25, 612 

4 

70 

108 

45 

684,475 

87,  657 

15 

78 

101 

70... 

'  628!  955 

113, 181 

18 

81 

89 

16 . 

632,  354 

54, 126 

10 

83 

119 

40  .. 

1,100,632 

171,939 

16 

64 

102 

72 . 

424,  669 

62;  890 

15 

68 

90 

18  n . 

53,443 

17, 816 

33 

104 

125 

49 

' 372, 768 

47;  406 

13 

80 

102 

74 . . . 

633, 800 

229,385 

36 

108 

122 

19 . . . 

666,  950 

18, 275 

3 

54 

121 

80 

568, 124 

171,500 

30 

97 

111 

21 . 

859,  549 

186, 651 

22 

77 

98 

50,  TVA 

1,318, 955 

87, 464 

7 

66 

96 

81 . . 

644, 272 

122,319 

19 

80 

92 

23 . 

700, 861 

68, 440 

8 

73 

119 

51 

'  621, 964 

47, 995 

9 

69 

97 

83— . 

677',  458 

»,365 

4 

'67 

74 

26... . 

830,281 

112,723 

14 

81 

114 

52 

2, 160,  832 

164,  935 

8 

64 

103 

87 . . 

659! 612 

226, 876 

34 

80 

90 

27. . 

1,  083,  404 

214,  695 

20 

78 

113 

54 

1, 328,  308 

46,  554 

4 

60 

84 

88 . . 

614!  766 

194,  749 

32 

75 

102 

30 . 

886,  754 

150,  748 

17 

81 

113 

55 

1,084,974 

19, 672 

2 

78 

127 

89 . 

944',  739 

127,  798 

14 

63 

95 

31 1> . 

1, 006, 701 

188, 465 

19 

82 

112 

56 

483,  851 

(10, 673) 

62 

76 

92 . 

1,132, 655 

156,397 

14 

82 

in 

32. . . 

1, 474, 202 

208,  480 

14 

74 

113 

57 

599,  463 

(7, 180) 

50 

72 

99.. . . 

'671,309 

20,315 

3 

64 

73 

33. . 

632, 439 

99,  600 

16 

85 

113 

68 . 

481 ;  828 

(32, 577) 

67 

73 

100 . 

352, 053 

60, 728 

14 

61 

86 

34 . 

2, 052,  429 

369, 659 

18 

70 

112 
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distribution  systems  as  of  Aug.  31,  1947 — 
Continued 


Net  worth  of  REA-financed  rural  electric- 
distribution  systejns  as  of  Aug.  31,  1947 — 
Continued 


Borrower  desig¬ 
nation 

“  Total 
assets 

Net  worth 

Age  in 
months 

Amount 

j  Percent  of 
[  assets 

1  Average 

Since  ener¬ 
gization 

REGION  V— C0I1. 

Iowa— Con. 

36 . 

$673,  297 

$183, 021 

27 

83 

113 

38 _ 

1,310,680 

147,  349 

11 

68 

113 

39____ . 

758,  705 

189,  420 

25 

83 

115 

40.. . . . 

453,  887 

53,  407 

12 

46 

117 

41 _ 

607,  679 

196,  661 

32 

78 

106 

43 _ _ 

1, 143,  287 

194,  644 

17 

76 

113 

49 _ 

886,  643 

235,  498 

26 

75 

113 

so . . . . 

506,  697 

51,  988 

10 

54 

95 

51 _ _ 

821,6.54 

222,  562 

27 

68 

92 

62 . 

1,  063,  946 

176, 448 

17 

63 

92 

63... . 

927,  593 

251,  836 

27 

70 

97 

56 . 

479,  470 

140, 160 

29 

79 

97 

56 . . . 

1,  043,  462 

210,  561 

20 

71 

99 

57.... . . 

861,906 

106,447 

12 

55 

93 

59 . . 

523,  623 

25. 357 

5 

58 

94 

60 _ _ 

1, 086,  066 

265,  425 

24 

68 

96 

61 . 

522,  381 

76,  607 

15 

65 

91 

62... . 

573,  916 

84,  470 

15 

62 

94 

67.. . . 

376,611 

63,794 

17 

71 

95 

69. . 

1, 048,  078 

74,  216 

7 

41 

86 

70 _ 

344,  061 

66,  583 

19 

73 

92 

71  1’ . 

852,  179 

142,  2S0 

17 

64 

92 

73 _ 

1,036,607 

94,  020 

9 

58 

89 

74. . . 

2,041,315 

186, 152 

9 

47 

91 

75 . . . 

597,  962 

35,  995 

6 

36 

71 

77 . . 

602,  439 

5,  996 

1 

46 

71 

79 _ _ 

1,181,060 

11,215 

1 

33 

68 

80 _ 

893,  044 

(26,  444) 

22 

28 

82 _ _ 

635,563 

25,  273 

4 

5 

7 

Michigan: 

20... . 

644,  804 

7,  229 

1 

65 

105 

29 

486,  665 

(18,431) 

92 

112 

43 . . 

642;  623 

5,  484 

9 

89 

102 

Wisconsin: 

14 . 

851,360 

86, 337 

10 

86 

119 

16. . 

497,  264 

38,391 

8 

98 

123 

19 . . . 

638,  630 

,  33, 677 

5 

79 

114 

21 . . 

366,  358 

52, 195 

14 

96 

114 

25... . . 

1,033,616 

69,  955 

7 

60 

121 

27  >» . . 

523, 016 

21,762 

4 

91 

115 

29 _ 

1,199,603 

123,346 

10 

86 

113 

31 _ _ 

009,  099 

96,  882 

16 

90 

124 

32 . . 

080,  588 

112, 954 

17  ' 

91 

112 

35 _ _ 

602,  621 

54,  820 

8 

94 

123 

37 _ _ 

767,  497 

62,  573 

8 

04 

114 

38.. . 

550,811 

140, 351 

25 

109 

122 

40 _ _ 

1,181,900 

136,  851 

12 

81 

116 

41 . 

1, 159,  483 

39,918 

3 

83 

115 

43... . . 

1,185,212 

91,  055 

8 

73 

111 

46. . 

550,  705 

38, 163 

7 

80 

111 

47 _ _ 

564, 145 

(13,049) 

78 

105 

48  . 

402,  734 

(6, 138) 

69 

49 . . 

77b  367 

62,  731 

8 

85 

110 

51.... _ 

517, 088 

68,  410 

13 

76 

99 

52 . 

471, 100 

29,  294 

6 

70 

99 

53  is... 

723',  437 

(6,  309) 

70 

1  r>| 

54 . . 

808',  155 

91,032 

10 

68 

97 

55 . 

739, 874 

40,  911 

6 

65 

93 

57 . . 

632,  647 

25, 065 

4 

52 

91 

58... . ' 

712,313 

1,  848 

.3 

59 

66 

59 . 

108,  448 

399 

.4 

19 

20 

60 

538, 038 

(10,  274) 

62.... 

267,  214 

(5,  485) 

18 

63 . 

827;  493 

16, 145 

2 

19 

23 

REGION  VI 

Minnesota: 

1 . . 

1, 130,  432 

202,  578 

18 

69 

116 

3. . . 

1, 123,  727 

253,  385 

23 

99 

128 

4 _ _ 

220,  925 

45,  872 

21 

89 

126 

9 _ 

738,  693 

282,  860 

38 

78 

108 

10-. . 

701, 121 

(14,  244) 

92 

116 

12 . . 

798,  794 

(1,  546) 

81 

15 _ _ 

198, 128 

81,643 

41 

94 

128 

18 _ 

1,637,  812 

87,  905 

5 

63 

120 

25 . 

1,  236,  946 

404,  687 

33 

83 

122 

32.. . 

1, 857,  046 

189,  603 

10 

63 

114 

34 . 

1,451, 194 

124,618 

9 

74 

110 

35 . 

842,  246 

285,  025 

34 

97 

115 

37 . 

1,  206,  836 

301,096 

25 

75 

126 

39 _ 

1,  594,  250 

265, 942 

17 

71 

104 

48  18 _ 

1, 110,965 

142, 928 

13 

75 

111 

53 . 

1, 356, 373 

259,  287 

19 

74 

115 

54 . . 

420,  907 

109,  249 

26 

80 

116 

55 . . 

1,  210,  223 

350, 104 

29 

82 

113 

56.  . . 

1, 119,  600 

59,  908 

5 

67 

113 

57 . 

1,  976,  600 

306,114 

15 

59 

107 

58 _ _ 

546,  896 

202,  328 

37 

65 

95 

59 . . . 

1,178,  576 

279,817 

24 

61 

108 

60 . . 

?09,  776 

146,  335 

21 

85 

117 

61 . . . . 

1,  029,  819 

181,  836 

18 

78 

114 

62  n . 

1,129,  669 

290,  899 

26 

72 

113 

63 . . 

1,280,993  1 

215, 359 

17 

80 

110 

Footnotes  at  end  of  table. 


Borrower  desig¬ 
nation 

Total 

assets 

Net  worth 

Ago  in 
months 

Amount 

Percent  of 

assets 

1  Average 

Since  ener¬ 

gization 

REGION  VI— COn. 

Minnesota— Con. 

65... . 

$608, 134 

$156, 976 

26 

89 

114 

66 . . . 

1, 096,  335 

164,  362 

15 

73 

115 

71 _ _ 

1,  027,  876 

251,  238 

24 

75 

107 

72 . . . 

598,  777 

116,400 

19 

72 

95 

73... . 

712,603 

172,  271 

24 

69 

98 

74 _ 

872, 1 14 

118, 626 

14 

66 

90 

75 . 

780,  698 

1 1,  907 

2 

37 

78 

79 _ 

1,  052, 467 

53,  214 

5 

59 

90 

80 _ 

595,  360 

59,  850 

10 

67 

84 

81 _ 

’296,  724 

37,  402 

13 

82 

130 

82. . 

896,  937 

19,  246 

2 

64 

80 

83 . 

671,  809 

18,  542 

3 

68 

75 

84 _ 

967,  299 

35,  671 

4 

33 

69 

85... . 

906,612 

34,  587 

4 

40 

71 

87 . 

744,  005 

11,054 

2 

24 

47 

89 _ 

564, 104 

34,  427 

6 

55 

80 

92 . 

524,  585 

10,  802 

2 

55 

79 

93 _ 

148,  609 

6,  941 

5 

42 

74 

94... 

539,  801 

(9,  187) 

20 

21 

95  .. 

777,  796 

(46,  528) 

51 

73 

96 

666,  596 

1,505 

26 

37 

97 

617’  198 

(li;  758) 

25 

34 

North  Dakota: 

8 _ 

835,800 

74,  578 

9 

46 

117 

11 . . 

1,  503, 177 

166,  004 

11 

82 

111 

13. _ _ 

397, 175 

65,  709 

17 

56 

102 

17 _ 

1, 085,  577 

43,  818 

4 

32 

86 

19. . . 

2,  380,  236 

74,  239 

3 

44 

92 

21 _ 

872, 175 

8,704 

1 

22 

47 

22 _ 

304,  248 

8,534 

3 

17 

17 

South  Dakota: 

3 _ _ 

627,  444 

11,  652 

2 

68 

119 

6 _ 

217, 168 

(579) 

89 

114 

7 . 

700,  823 

17,908 

3 

72 

109 

11 _ 

341,  884 

(7,  010) 

61 

85 

12 _ _ 

1,  083, 120 

135,  855 

13 

62 

81 

15 _ 

234,  980 

(11,  HD 

56 

69 

16 _ 

862,  920 

(10’  360) 

54 

63 

18 _ _ 

527,  698 

'  8,  510 

2 

3 

3 

19 _ 

448,  291 

14,018 

3 

3 

8 

20 _ 

451,  876 

8,  683 

2 

8 

10 

21 . 

611,  609 

5, 149 

1 

10 

23 

26 . . . 

902,  024 

20,  519 

*  2 

7 

7 

28.. . . 

273, 383 

4,088 

1 

4 

7 

REGION  VII 

Colorado: 

7. . . 

582,  698 

75,  488 

13 

100 

119 

14 . . . 

822,  842 

44,  765 

5 

83 

110 

15 . . . 

1, 154,  259 

351,  217 

30 

68 

111 

16 _ _ 

1,  446,  450 

(2,  988) 

43 

91 

17. _ _ 

1,  578,  094 

(1,999) 

73 

110 

18 . 

197,  422 

(47.  440) 

68 

69 

20 _ _ 

546,  091 

(76,  084) 

85 

99 

22.. _ 

881,  211 

109,  726 

12 

66 

91 

25 _ _ _ 

.  321,559 

(17, 145) 

43 

76 

26 . . 

251,  455 

8.  807 

4 

60 

85 

29 _ 

1,  697, 039 

7, 112 

0) 

60 

90 

31 _ 

763,  660 

116,  664 

15 

67 

83 

32. . . 

427,  603 

13.  537 

3 

55 

79 

33 _ _ 

580,  391 

32,  292 

6 

58 

76 

34 _ 

268,  676 

21, 199 

8 

64 

72 

35 . 

393,  802 

18,  337 

5 

25 

61 

36 _ 

343, 108 

(24,  231) 

64 

69 

37 . 

1,  488,  653 

1,811 

0) 

24 

56 

40 _ _ 

244,  955 

(921) 

9 

13 

Kansas: 

f  ' 

7 . . . 

779, 316 

3,643 

(') 

72 

106 

8 . . 

674,  506 

(33, 662) 

43 

102 

13 _ _ 

759, 049 

16,  474 

2 

75 

113 

14 . . 

672, 090 

46 

(*) 

74 

96 

15 _ _ 

1,  305,  940 

60,  586 

6 

84 

108 

18 _ 

411,088 

36, 333 

9 

82 

96 

19 _ 

448,  723 

20,510 

5 

76 

90 

21. . 

495,  613 

38, 197 

8 

89 

105 

22 . . 

211,632 

(22,  468) 

99 

24. . 

862,  299 

42,  527 

5 

78 

93 

25 . . . 

535,  927 

(14,  677) 

65 

26 . 

624,  461 

(5;  513”) 

61 

93 

27 . . . 

1,  418, 975 

(76;  263) 

65 

28 . 

352,  206 

(19;  03li 

53 

29 . . 

507, 713 

(3;  036) 

77 

85 

30 . . 

749,  541 

1, 726' 

(0 

69 

89 

31 . 

1, 030, 825 

(3, 626) 

45 

32 . 

1, 293, 954 

39, 348' 

3 

61 

87 

33 . 

796, 168 

(26, 625) 

41 

34. . 

1, 426, 205 

19,068 

1 

41 

105 

37  >«.... . 

(1) 

3 

39 . 

335, 651 

(23, 929) 

66 

62 

40... . 

444,  792 

(16;  692) 

10 

44.. . 

568,  734 

(i8, 901) 

23 

45  u . 

(>) 

3 

Footnotes  at  end  of  table. 


Borrower  desig¬ 
nation 

Total 

assets 

Net  worth 

Age  in 
months 

Amount 

Percent  of 

assets 

Average 

Since  ener¬ 

gization 

REGION  VII— COn. 

Nebraska: 

1 _ 

$292,  626 

$83, 799 

29 

117 

125 

2. _ _ 

58, 143 

9,  797 

17 

105 

126 

3. . 

275,  813 

25, 239 

9 

104 

116 

4 

491, 174 

(22, 166) 

92 

110 

44 _ 

2,013,  560 

38, 053 

2 

80 

124 

49 

368,  260 

(71,434) 

100 

108 

51.. . 

1, 166',  658 

120,  235 

10 

51 

114 

54 _ _ 

762, 166 

61,745 

8 

84 

108 

56 _ 

876, 127 

73,013 

8 

60 

104 

59 . . 

644,319 

14,311 

2 

48 

89 

62 _ _ 

476,  462 

294 

(>) 

59 

92 

63 . . 

433, 865 

26, 146 

6 

52 

86 

64 _ 

572,  653 

(1,419) 

67 

91 

65 . . 

656, 354 

50,  968 

8 

55 

93' 

66 . . . 

557, 255 

12,  389 

2 

55 

87 

71 _ _ 

498,  847 

30,  726 

6 

70 

88 

76 _ 

1,479,  253 

(5,417) 

78 

109 

77.. . . 

2. 214;  442 

18, 324 

1 

93 

129 

78 _ 

2,001,690 

156, 195 

8 

54 

105 

79 _ 

591,  736 

(19,  572) 

51 

67 

81.. . . 

953,  630 

(52, 148) 

77 

111 

82  _ 

463, 062 

(11,313) 

27 

33 

83 . . 

770’  500 

(26, 189) 

14 

24 

86 . . . 

198, 775 

13,  867 

7 

(M) 

(M) 

Wyoming: 

3 . . . 

268,  748 

22,  569 

8 

75 

92 

5 _ _ 

380, 101 

14,916 

4 

86 

115 

6 _ 

634, 050 

74,  563 

12 

98 

115 

9 

250,  220 

7, 135 

3 

74 

86 

10... . . 

257,  734 

17,850 

7 

58 

116 

11 _ 

4.54,  721 

77,  869 

17 

94 

106 

12 _ _ 

94,  229 

6,102 

6 

90 

113 

13 _ 

65,  480 

22,  679 

35 

97 

113 

14 _ 

1,021,943 

(2,  663) 

49 

88 

16 _ 

199,  368 

1,309> 

1 

10 

15 

21  _ 

324,  679 

(7,  442) 

39 

63 

23  . . 

291,729 

4,  710 

2 

0 

36 

25.. . . 

73,  869 

5,  722 

8 

6 

6 

REGION  VIII 

Arkansas: 

9 . . 

2, 102,  836 

292,  409 

14 

70 

105 

10 . . . 

1,  130,  517 

72,641 

6 

72 

113 

11 . . 

540,  777 

4,  001 

1 

92 

109 

12 . . 

1,002,239 

10,  173 

1 

78 

107 

13 _ 

1,254,  773 

16,  766 

1 

76 

105 

15 _ 

1,  455,  899 

(13,  117) 

62 

110 

18 _ >>..... 

i;  802;  846 

28;  731 

2 

56 

107 

21 _ 

1,  507,  593 

54, 198 

4 

41 

92 

22. _ _ 

960,112 

65, 1,54 

7 

62 

94 

23 . . 

578,819 

98,911 

17 

63 

93 

24 _ 

1,770,705 

103,  387 

6 

65 

100 

26 _ 

674,  707 

30,  664 

5 

60 

87 

27 _ 

728,  399 

37,  576 

5 

48 

87 

28 _ 

481, 260 

(27,  805) 

37 

59 

29 _ 

604,  506 

(10,  723) 

27 

64 

30 _ _ 

625;  670 

'  4;  620' 

1 

8 

27 

31 _ 

898,  469 

(12,  824) 

H 

33 _ 

490; 173 

14,296 

3 

5 

13 

Louisiana: 

6 . . 

248,  606 

61,  397 

25 

82 

113 

7 . 

1, 081,  676 

149,  858 

14 

83 

111 

8 _ 

234,  642 

44,  457 

19 

87 

101 

9 _ 

1,  736,  559 

237,  816 

14 

55 

111 

10 _ 

1,  249,  578 

51  113 

4 

49 

11 _ 

'  749;  758 

26,  762 

4 

39 

93 

12.. _ 

1,256,927 

23,  779 

2 

48 

93 

13 _ 

1,  156,  058 

10,  640 

1 

63 

92 

15 _ _ 

358,  213 

15,  385 

4 

63 

95 

17 _ 

2,  503,  304 

(29  S64) 

39 

93 

18 . . 

i;  112;  548 

70,  582 

6 

36 

82 

19 . . . 

814,  328 

(17,599) 

14 

38 

20 _ 

Missouri: 

805,  979 

(13,111) 

— 

34 

67 

12 . . . 

1,455,  372 

138,  385 

10 

57 

106 

18... . . 

1,036, 172 

91,430 

9 

70 

112 

10. . 

765,  323 

127,290 

17 

59 

117 

20. . 

690,  919 

6,144 

1 

80 

121 

22 . 

491,853 

1,598 

94 

110 

23. . 

1,474,041 

26,323 

2 

66 

121 

24 _ 

815,  792 

7,125 

1 

60 

121 

26 _ 

801,  204 

(27,  392) 

74 

27 . . 

1,085,263 

31)  650 

3 

62 

115 

28 _ 

1, 169,  930 

18, 180 

2 

67 

106 

30 . . 

1,  799,  593 

51, 006 

3 

61 

107 

31 . . 

975,  623 

114,  550 

12 

78 

102 

32 . 

746,  609 

37,  484 

5 

74 

95 

33 . . 

1, 598, 486 

27,258 

2 

61 

92 

34 . . 

1, 384, 186 

74,  699 

5 

58 

92 

35 . . 

758,  453 

54,  335 

7 

60 

88 

.  36 . . 

1,051,834 

45, 051 

4 

86 

99 

37 . 

1,115,202 

25,  948 

2 

67 

88 

38 . . 

1,029,744 

44, 859 

4 

48 

84 

40 . 

1,094,443 

46,926  1 

4 

08 

92 

Footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Net  north,  of  REA-flnanced  rural  electric- 
distribution  systems  as  of  Aug.  31,  1947 — 
Continued 


* 

Net  worth 

Age  in 
months 

Borrower  desig¬ 
nation 

• 

Total 

assets 

Amount 

Percent  of 

assets 

i  Average 

Since  ener¬ 

gization 

REGION  vra— con. 

Missouri— Con.- 

88 

41. 

$942, 094 
1, 517, 902 
994.  599 

$(5,541) 
(7,  946) 
122,  687 

56 

42 . 

61 

89 

43 . 

12 

56 

90 

44 . 

920, 876 
1, 288, 426 
973,  752 

2,  449 

64 

88 

45 . 

4,  364 

61 

84 

46 . 

23,095 

2 

45 

84 

47 . 

970, 341 

54,  329 

6 

70 

92 

48 . 

1,364,519 

79,  990 

6 

59 

91 

49 . . 

1,103,  256 

10,711 

1 

54 

85 

50 . . 

1,311,152 

1,013,243 

1,439,387 

5,  328 
(30, 371) 
34, 308 

45 

77 

51... 

45 

71 

53.... . 

2 

49 

86 

54  .. 

1,  385,  642 
808, 859 

(34,  815) 
(2, 918) 
(5, 010) 
(62,  971) 
55,643 

36 

69 

55... 

34 

69 

56 . . 

703',  692 

49 

71 

57... 

933, 885 
1,  764, 840 

26 

41 

58 . 

3 

17 

20 

66 . 

435,  975 

7,  336 

2 

3 

3 

68 _ 

177,  724 

6,577 

4 

2 

2 

Oklahoma: 

116 

1 . . 

1,846,627 

91,  360 

5 

65 

2  .  . 

1,  590,  468 

1,  615,  988 

(30, 371) 
70, 097 

64 

115 

6 . 

4 

59 

111 

8 . . . 

439,  201 

209, 821 

48 

102 

135 

10 . . 

1, 155, 572 

71,  743 

6 

70 

112 

12 . . . 

1, 393, 575 

181,  809 

13 

77 

113 

14 . . . 

499,  467 

16,  415 

3 

73 

111 

15. . . . 

1,370,  659 

91,  279 

7 

56 

105 

16 . 

1,117,  088 

31,  627 

3 

66 

104 

18. . . . 

1,  036,  643 

20, 189 

2 

40 

92 

19 

1,  087,  543 
524, 165 

(10, 117) 
3,  259 

61 

95 

20. . 

1 

61 

92 

21 _ 

1,  254,  013 

47, 810 

4 

59 

93 

22 . . 

2, 024,  367 

92,  492 

6 

51 

95 

23 . . . 

852,  696 

17,  916 

2 

66 

94 

24. . . 

1, 014, 978 

(19, 102) 

70 

93 

25 . 

687,  819 

96,  225 

14 

70 

95 

26 . . 

886, 172 

49,  396 

6 

60 

93 

27 . 

763,  354 

(16, 085) 

38 

87 

28.. . . 

1,032,900 

47,  747 

5 

40 

77 

29 . 

900,  658 

(28,  802) 

42 

74 

30.... . 

533,  745 

(19,  789) 

9 

43 

70 

31. . . 

1,  503,  737 

129, 189 

41 

72 

34.... . 

323, 340 

31, 127 

10 

9 

10 

REGION  IX 

Alaska: 

2 . 

240,  817 

(886) 

13 

58 

67 

3 . . . 

497,  930 

26,083 

53 

61 

California: 

6 

783, 548 
393,  238 

(90, 451) 
(14,  850) 

00 

110 

16 _ ^.. 

82 

106 

18 . . 

206, 322 

8,641 

4 

63 

89 

Idaho: 

4 

855,  364 

1, 684,  554 

(24,  631) 
23,  964 

67 

133 

10 _ _ 

1 

95 

109 

11 . . 

634,  953 

98,  316 

15 

79 

99 

15 . . 

324,  789 

(6,  488) 

87 

95 

16 . . . 

169, 124 

19, 050 

11 

69 

81 

17 _ _ 

482, 194 

27,  628 

0 

76 

94 

|  19  22 _ 

199,  160 

17,  547 

9 

59 

68 

21... 

122,  444 

302,  905 

(16, 747) 

42, 269 

65 

66 

Montana: 

1 _ 

14 

74 

116 

2  23 

631,977 

116,732 

18 

78 

113 

5. _ 

258, 170 

21,938 

8 

84 

116 

9.. . . 

742, 109 

125,  975 

17 

73 

116 

10 _ _ 

971, 197 

27, 183 

3 

45 

115 

12. . 

264,  929 

1,020 

.  4 

87 

115 

•  13 . 

405,  674 

60,  858 

15 

72 

104 

15 . 

729, 203 

55,  966 

8 

64 

102 

16 _ 

447,  508 

8,601 

2 

42 

94 

17. . . 

287,807 

26,  430 

9 

54 

87 

19 . 

717, 457 

16, 229 

2 

44 

79 

21. _ _ 

446, 829 

34, 358 

8 

42 

75 

26 _ 

278,  422 
321, 387 
609,  042 

(17,181) 
(4, 875) 
39, 406 
12, 585 

22 

22 

28 _ 

19 

19 

30 _ 

6 

14 

31 . 

948, 385 

1 

12 

14 

Nevada: 

3.... . . 

48,  492 

3,  023 

6 

31 

35 

4 _ 

226,  952 

196, 369 

87 

92 

99 

Oregon: 

2. . 

357, 310 

4, 322 

1 

63 

106 

4 _ 

1, 668, 210 

22, 926 

1 

51 

82 

14. . . . 

334, 960 

127,  222 

38 

100 

109 

16 . . 

32.3, 805 

(77, 647) 
26,  937 

69 

84 

17 . 

810',  560 

3 

69 

96 

18 . 

1,092,396 
r  871, 516 
223, 758 
367, 309 

(33, 055) 
(29,  579) 
(6,  620) 
29,600 

24 

61 

21... 

64 

81 

22  . 

45 

69 

25 . . . . 

8 

55 

75 

26 . 

928, 881 

13,  262 

1 

40 

75 

32 _ 

606, 506 

14, 199 

2 

66 

111 

Footnotes  at  end  of  table. 

Net  worth  of  REA-flnanced  rural  electric- 
distribution  systems  as  of  Aug.  31,  1947 — 
Continued 


Net  worth 

Age  in 
months 

Borrower  desig¬ 
nation 

Total 

assets 

I 

o 

a 

S-H 

O 

Si 

<33  W 

o  <4 
<5 

CD 

be 

3 

c 

<33 

t> 

< 

®--3 

<S3  03 
O  SI 

.S'bi 

CO 

REGION  IX— COn. 

Utah: 

6_ . 

$639, 785 
663, 607 
178, 809 

733,150 
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78  No  data  up  through  August. 

78  As  of  May. 

20  Acquired  lines. 

27  As  of  September. 

22  As  of  Feb.  28,  1947. 

,  22  As  of  June  30,  1947. 

27  As  of  July  31,  1947. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Washington  has  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  MAHON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  opposition  to  the  pro  forma  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  in  my  colloquy  with  the 
gentleman  from  Washington  I  was 
undertaking  to  point  out  that  if  we  are 
going  to  meet  the  present  needs  of  the 
REA  at  the  moment  the  $400,000,000  pro¬ 
vided  in  this  bill  is  not  adequate.  It 
will  be  necessary  to  provide  $175,000,000 
or  some  suitable  amount  in  the  request 
which  is  now  pending  before  the  Defi¬ 
ciency  Appropriations  Subcommittee  for 
the  REA  program  for  the  balance  of  this 
fiscal  year,  which  will  be  concluded  on 
June  30,  1948. 

The  gentleman  made  reference  to  the 
appearance  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
sissippi  before  the  Deficiency  Subcom¬ 
mittee.  The  gentleman  from  Mississippi 
did  appear  and  eloquently  championed 
the  cause  of  the  REA  before  that  sub¬ 
committee.  I  may  say  in  fairness  that 
the  gentleman  from  Washington  him¬ 
self  was  present  in  the  interest  of  a 
better  REA  program. 

I  hope  when  this  deficiency  bill  is  pre¬ 
sented  to  the  House  next  week  it  will  be 
possible  to  secure  favorable  action  by  the 


House  on  the  $175,000,000,  which  will  be 
immediately  available  to  meet  the  pres¬ 
ent  need  of  farmers  throughout  the 
Nation  who  are  waiting  for  the  REA  to 
actually  come  to  their  homes.  This  sum 
was  requested  of  the  Budget  by  the  REA 
several  weeks  ago  and  finally  came  to 
the  House  for  consideration  this  week. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAHON.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  I  call  the  gentleman’s 
attention  to  the  fact  that  when  the  last 
deficiency  bill  was  before  the  House  I 
tried  to  get  a  deficiency  appropriation 
for  $300,000,000  included,  but  many 
Members  did  not  understand  the  propo¬ 
sition  and  it  was  lost  by  a  small  majority. 

I  went  before  the  Deficiency  Appropri¬ 
ations  Subcommittee  and  showed  that  we 
had  $229,000,000  more  in  applications 
than  we  would  have  the  funds  to  supply 
during  the  balance  of  this  fiscal  year 
and  that  applications  were  coming  in  at 
the  rate  of  $24,000,000  a  month  and 
would  undoubtedly  run  to  about  $300,- 
000,000.  I  took  this  proposition  up  with 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  the  REA,  and 
everyone  else  interested,  and  they  finally 
set  up  this  estimate  of  $175,000,000  to  try 
to  take  up  the  slack  from  now  until  the 
end  of  the  fiscal  year,  June  30.  I  hope 
that  the  Committee  will  give  us  the  en¬ 
tire  amount. 

Mr.  MAHON.  I  thank  the  gentleman 
for  his  contribution. 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  requisite 
number  of  words. 

Mr.  Chairman,  while  this  Committee 
is  engaged  in  considering  an  appropria¬ 
tion  bill  for  the  farmers  of  the  Nation, 
we  might  well  take  note  of  a  matter  I 
learned  of  within  the  last  hour.  I  was 
informed,  if  you  please,  to  my  utter 
amazement,  that  the  State  Department 
has  negotiated  a  reciprocal  trade  agree¬ 
ment  with  Czechoslovakia,  which  agree¬ 
ment  will  be  signed  on  next  Saturday. 
Under  that  agreement  we  open  our  mar¬ 
kets  to  the  now  Soviet  government  of 
Czechoslovakia  to  ship  into  this  country 
Shoes,  glassware,  rubber  footwear,  and 
in  exchange  we  will  become  obliged  to 
ship  to  Czechoslovakia  heavy  equipment, 
steel,  farm  implements,  automobiles, 
trucks,  and  a  long  list  of  other  critical 
materials. 

This  information  comes  to  me  on  the 
heels  of  the  President’s  speech  to  the 
Congress  of  yesterday.  In  my  opinion, 
it  is  one  of  the  most  stupid  blunders  the 
administration  has  thus  far  made.  It  is 
an  inconsistency  that  the  American  peo¬ 
ple  ought  to  protest  to  the  very  house¬ 
tops;  and  I  therefore  take  this  first  op¬ 
portunity  to  register  my  vigorous  protest 
against  the  signing  of  that  agreement. 

I  hope  the  Members  of  this  House  and 
the  Members  of  the  Congress  will  raise 
their  voices  and  try  to  influence  the  State 
Department  against  going  forward  with 
this  agreement. 

Mr.  HORAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Washington. 

Mr.  HORAN.  I  heard  last  week  end 
that  Mexico  had  abrogated  her  treaties 
which  were  entered  into  in  1943. 
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Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  Yes;  I  just 
learned  of  that  today.  But  we  have  not 
done  one  single  thing  to  stop  our  conces¬ 
sions  to  Mexico,  notwithstanding  the  fact 
that  they  have  abrogated  their  agree¬ 
ments  and  increased  their  tariff  rates. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  I  endorse 
heartily  what  the  gentleman  has  said. 
By  way  of  information,  I  may  say  that 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  this 
afternoon  adopted  a  resolution  of  prac¬ 
tically  the  same  import  that  the  gentle¬ 
man  is  talking  about.  This  resolution 
that  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means 
adopted — of  course,  it  could  not  speak 
for  the  Congress;  it  only  speaks  for  it¬ 
self — serves  notice  on  the  world  that  the 
committee  does  not  feel  bound  by  any 
such  action  taken. 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  Unfortu¬ 
nately  the  resolution  that  the  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Means  adopted  today  will 
have  nothing  to  do  with  this,  because 
this  is  a  reciprocal  trade  agreement  that 
was  negotiated  and  is  now  being  carried 
forward  which  will  become  effective  30 
days  after  next  Saturday.  It  is  an  out¬ 
rageous  imposition  upon  the  American 
people. 

Mr.  PRESTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  PRESTON.  Let  us  get  at  the  bot¬ 
tom  of  this  thing.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
that  negotiation  has  been  going  on  long 
before  Czechoslovakia  capitulated  and 
that  the  gentleman  has  no  assurance 
that  the  State  Department  is  going  to 
sign  this  agreement? 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  I  have  the 
assurance  from  the  State  Department 
within  the  hour,  and  they  said  they  were 
going  forward  with  it,  and  nothing  could 
stop  them. 

Mr.  PRESTON.  That  nothing  would 
stop  them? 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana,.  Yes. 

Mr.  PRESTON.  Well  then,  I  join  the 
gentleman  in  voicing  my  protest. 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  I  know 
this,  that  negotiations  were  going  on  in 
Geneva  long  before  the  debacle  in 
Czechoslovakia.  The  inexcusable  thing 
is  the  going  forward  now  and  signing 
it  after  the  President  denounced  this 
collapse  in  Czechoslovakia  just  on  yes¬ 
terday. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Chairman,  if 
the  gentleman  will  yield;  is  this  a 
treaty? 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  This  is  a 
reciprocal  trade  agreement. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  The  one  that  was 
made  in  Cuba  a  few  weeks  ago,  and  has 
almost  been  completed  now,  will  be  in  the 
form  of  a  treaty. 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  I  am  sure 
the  gentleman  from  Texas  has  reference 
to  the  International  Trade  Organization, 
which  is  meeting  in  Habana.  That  or¬ 
ganization,  in  which  I  understand,  inci¬ 
dentally,  that  Czechoslovakia  presently 
has  its  active  representative,  is  seeking 
to  establish  the  patterns  and  principles 
for  future  international  trade  relations. 


It  is  a  function  of  the  United  Nations, 
and  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  proposed 
agreement  about  which  I  am  speaking. 
This  agreement  is  being  worked  out  by 
our  Department  of  State  under  the  au¬ 
thority  granted  by  the  Reciprocal  Trade 
Agreements  Act.  This  is  not  any  longer 
a  treaty  matter.  As  the  gentleman  re¬ 
members,  we  long  ago  abrogated  the  au¬ 
thority  of  Congress  in  matters  of  inter¬ 
national  trade.  The  authority  now  rests 
in  the  Department  of  State.  And  in  this 
instance  it  would  appear  that  The  De¬ 
partment  is  about  to  use  that  authority 
in  a  reckless  and  dangerous  manner  to 
the  serious  detriment  of  the  American 
economy  and'  our  national  security.  I 
vigorously  protest  this  proposed  agree¬ 
ment,  and  demand  that  the  administra¬ 
tion  immediately  withdraw  from  any 
commitment  it  may  have  undertaken,  or 
may  undertake,  under  it. 

Any  attempt  to  undertake  an  agree¬ 
ment  with  Czechoslovakia  as  a  helpless 
puppet  of  the  Communist  dictatorship  is 
dangerous  folly.  All  normal  intercourse 
between  two  friendly  nations  is  preclud¬ 
ed.  Any  trade  with  Czechoslovakia  from 
this  point  on  must  be  trade  with  Com¬ 
munist  dictatorship  on  its  own  terms,  and 
to  its  material  advantage.  If  the  Execu¬ 
tive  persists  in  going  through  with  this 
agreement,  I  will  insist  that  Congress 
take  whatever  steps  may  be  necessary  to 
protect  the  United  States  against  such 
action. 

(Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  revise  and  ex¬ 
tend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  make  approxi¬ 
mately.  half  a  dozen  typographical  and 
caption  corrections  in  the  bill  which  are 
as  follows: 

On  page  2,  line  4,  the  caption  “Office  of  the 
Secretary"  to  be  printed  in  large  caps. 

On  page  4,  line  8,  the  caption  “Research 
and  Marketing  Act  of  1946"  to  be  printed  In 
large  caps. 

On  page  11,  line  6,  the  caption  “Library, 
Department  of  Agriculture”  to  be  printed  In 
large  caps. 

On  page  32,  line  3,  the  word  “process”  to  be 
changed  to  “processes.” 

On  page  45,  line  16,  after  the  word  “In¬ 
formation",  Insert  a  comma. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

REA 

Mr.  MacKINNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
am  pleased  to  note  the  $400,000,000  al¬ 
lowed  the  REA  under  this  bill.  That 
$100,000,000  more  than  was  requested  by 
the  administration,  but,  in  my  opinion, 
the  higher  amount  was  fully  substan¬ 
tiated  by  the  hearings  before  the  com¬ 
mittee.  This  illustrates  the  "proper 
method  of  dealing  with  appropriations 
for  REA  and  other  functions.  As  I 
pointed  out  in  my  remarks  when  the  de¬ 
ficiency  appropriations  bill  was  up,  the 
amendment  offered  at  that  time  was  an 
improper  method  of  proceeding.  The 
amount  here  appropriated  fully  justifies 
that  observation. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  it  is  always  heartening  to  me  to 
see  a  god  solid  American  enterprise  re¬ 


ceive  recognition  and  honest  encoyrage- 
ment  for  a  job  well  done. 

That  is  why  I  felt  good  about  the  com¬ 
mittee’s  recommendations  that  we  pro¬ 
vide  for  $400,000,000  for  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration’s  loan 
funds  in  1949. 

The  committee  was  asked  for  only 
$300,000,000  in  the  budget  estimate.  But 
after  hearing  testimony  of  witnesses — 
after  learning  what  a  fine  job  the  REA 
continues  to  do  and  how  badly  money  is 
needed  to  keep  that  work  going — the 
committee  added  another  $100,000,000 
to  the  budget  estimates. 

That  is  the  kind  of  recognition  the 
REA  deserves. 

Those  of  you  who  have  seen  the 
changes  wrought  by  REA  during  the  last 
12  years  know  what  I  mean.  You  have 
seen  the  power  of  electricity  generate  a 
whole  new  era  of  prosperity  for  the  peo¬ 
ple  in  wide  areas  throughout  the  land. 

Yes,  you  know  and  I  know,  that  folks 
out  in  the  country  can  see  the  future 
better — and  find  their  way  along  more 
safely — if  they  are  guided  by  electric 
lights,  instead  of  flickering,  wavering 
kerosene  lamps. 

If  ever  there  was  an  enterprise  wholly 
American  in  concept  and  character,  it 
is  the  program  of  extending  the  blessings 
of  elctricity  to  all  the  people  who  live  in 
the  rural  areas  of  our  land. 

This  $400,000,000  we  are  asked  to  ap¬ 
propriate  would  go  straight  to  the  bed¬ 
rock  of  this  Nation’s  strength — rural 
America.  No  man,  and  certainly  no  gov- 
erment,  ever  lost  anything  by  putting 
faith  in  rural  America. 

The  history  of  the  REA  has  proved 
this  to  be  true. 

Wherever  REA  loans  have  been  ex¬ 
tended,  the  people  who  received  the  bene¬ 
fits  of  electric  service  have  paid  back 
their  loans.  Those  people  out  on  the 
farms  and  ranches  can  be  trusted.  They 
pay  their  debts.  They  use  their  money 
wisely  and  sensibly. 

I  know  that  down  in  my  district  in 
Texas,  where  I  grew  up  with  these  fine 
hard-working  rural  citizens,  I’ve  always 
heard  the  people  repeat  over  and  over 
their  wisdom  about  spending  money 
wisely. 

When  the  electrification  program 
came  into  my  district,  those  men  and 
women  spent  their  loans  from  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  wisely  and  judiciously.  And 
now  we  have  a  more  prosperous,  happier 
district  because  of  electricity — and  be¬ 
cause  of  the  wisdom  of  the  folks  who 
live  there. 

But  in  my  district,  as  in  most  of  the 
districts  you  gentlemen  represent,  there 
is  still  much  to  be  done  if  electric  lights 
are  to  shine  in  every  rural  home. 

Great  progress  has  been  made  on 
rural  electrification  in  my  district.  There 
are  more  than  18,000  members  of  the 
two  large  electric  cooperatives  that  serve 
my  district,  more  than  10,000  of  them  in 
one  cooperative  alone. 

These  people  know  what  a  blessing 
electric  current  can  be  in  a  rural  area. 
They  know  that  electrification  has  in¬ 
creased  their  income,  their  potential 
earning  power,  their  security,  and  their 
happiness. 
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The  people  who  have  electricity  know 
these  things — and  the  people  who  do  not 
have  it  yet  know  the  same  thing. 

They  are  the  people  I  think  we  should 
be  particularly  interested  in  now,  and  it 
is  for  them  that  this  $400,000,000  ap¬ 
propriation  is  important. 

On  the  desks  of  the  managers  of  the 
electric  cooperatives  in  my  district  down 
in  Texas,  7,000  applications  have  piled 
up — applications  from  people  who  want 
electric  current  in  their  homes.  These 
applications  are  coming  in  steadily  at  the 
rate  of  200  each  month,  and  there  is  no 
reason  to  expect  a  let-up  anytime  soon. 

These  people  have  applied.  They  have 
paid  their  dues.  They  are  ready  for 
service.  But  they  don’t  have  it. 

They  should  have  electric  current,  and 
I  say  that  the  Congress  should  do  all  in 
its  power  to  keep  the  frontriers  of  rural 
electrification  moving  forward. 

This  $400,000,000  appropriation  we  are 
asked  to  consider  is  essential  to  this  pur¬ 
pose.  Rural  electrification  has  been 
squeezed  in  a  bottleneck. 

Unless  our  rural  electric  cooperatives 
have  money  in  the  bank,  they  find  it 
almost  impossible  to  obtain  the  materials 
needed  for  expanding  the  service.  Most 
of  the  materials — such  as  wire,  con¬ 
densers,  and  similar  items — are  hard  to 
get  anyway. 

Our  REA-financed  cooperatives  just 
do  not  have  a  chonce  against  private 
utilities  in  bidding  for  these  vital  mate¬ 
rials  unless  we  give  them  the  money  to 
back  up  their  ambition. 

Passage  of  this  $400,000,000  appropria¬ 
tion  would  not  mean  an  immediate  end 
to  that  bottleneck.  But  it  would  pre¬ 
vent  a  more  serious  situation  several 
years  hence.  The  rural  cooperatives  are 
now  placing  orders  for  materials  to  be 
used  in  1949,  1950,  and  on  in  the  future. 

A  few  weeks  ago  we  had  a  motion  up 
here  to  appropriate  $300,000,000  to  be 
spent  by  the  Department  on  REA  be¬ 
tween  now  and  July  1.  I  favored  that 
for  the  same  reason  that  I  strongly  sup¬ 
port  this  larger  appropriation— because 
the  cooperatives  need  the  money  if  they 
are  to  prepare  for  the  future. 

I  wish  that  this  Congress  could  do 
something  to  tell  these  7,000  people  in 
my  district — and  thousands  more  in 
other  districts— that  they  might  have 
lights  tomorrow. 

We  cannot  do  that.  But  we  can  tell 
them,  “Here  is  the  money  you  will  need. 
You  can  start  looking  for  materials,  you 
can  place  your  orders,  and  you  will  have 
electric  current  someday  soon.” 

We  should  do  that  much  at  least. 

Then  these  people  who  have  made 
their  applications  for  lights  in  their 
homes,  who  have  paid  their  dues  in  the 
cooperative,  and  who  are  now  waiting — 
then  these  people  can  hope  that  they  will 
soon  receive  the  lights  they  have  waited 
for  so  long. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  there  is  always  an  in¬ 
terest  in  what  has  been  done  when  the 
bill  has  been  perfected  in  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole,  as  reported  to  the  House 
the  bill  had  in  it  direct  appropriations  of 
$543,000,000.  Now  then,  there  has  been 


added  $2,000,000  by  virtue  of  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  the  amendment  to  increase  the 
amount  for  the  Extension  Service.  In 
addition  $250,000  has  been  added  for 
range  reseeding  in  the  item  under  For¬ 
estry  Service,  so  that  as  it  stands  at  the 
present  time  there  are  direct  appropria¬ 
tions  of  $545,000,000,  a  transfer  of  $65,- 
000,000  of  section  32  funds  for  the  na¬ 
tional  school-lunch  program  and  $400,- 
000,000  in  loan  authorizations  for  REA. 
The  total,  therefore,  is  $1,010,000,000. 
You  will  find  a  table  in  the  hearings, 
which  I  think  will  be  of  interest.  I  asked 
specifically  that  it  be  brought  up  to  date, 
and  it  appears  on  page  1151  of  part  2  of 
the  hearings. 

You  will  notice  that  the  first  appro¬ 
priation  made  for  the  Department  of 
Agriculture,  although  it  was  not  a  de¬ 
partment  at  that  time,  in  1839,  was  the 
very  modest  sum  of  $1,000.  When  it  was 
created  as  a  department  by  act  of  1862, 
and  Abraham  Lincoln  was  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  the  amount  was 
$64,000  for  all  agricultural  functions.  In 
1873,  when  the  tragedy  of  Black  Friday 
was  upon  the  country,  the  appropriations 
for  the  Department  of  Agriculture  were 
only  $212,000.  In  1896,  when  William  B. 
McKinley,  the  martyred  President,  pre¬ 
sided  over  the  Executive  destinies  of  the 
country,  we  had  only  gotten  up  to 
$3,900,000.  Then  in  1918,  in  the  last 
year  of  the  war,  we  first  got  over  the 
$100,000,000  mark,  and  there  for  the  first 
time  the  appropriations  for  agriculture 
were  $117,000,000.  In  1939  we  got  over 
the  billion  mark,  $1,624,000,000.  So  it 
might  be  said  as  we  conclude  our  de¬ 
liberations  on  this  bill  that  while  it  is  a 
billion -dollar  bill,  agriculture  is  a  bil- 
linon-dollar  business  called  upon  to  feed 
the  hungry  and  the  starving  abroad  and 
provide  subsistence  for  the  people  of  our 
own  country. 

May  I  say  to  you  all,  I  am  profoundly 
and  humbly  grateful  for  all  the  gracious 
observations  that  were  made  with  re¬ 
spect  to  my  service  here. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
from  Texas  [Mr.  Johnson]  be  permitted 
to  extend  his  remarks  immediately  pre¬ 
ceding  the  remarks  just  made  by  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MacKINNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re¬ 
marks  just  preceding  the  remarks  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
that  the  Committee  do  now  rise  and  re¬ 
port  the  bill  back  to  the  House  with  sun¬ 
dry  amendments,  with  the  recommenda¬ 
tion  that  the  amendments  be  agreed  to 
and  that  the  bill  as  amended  do  pass. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and 
the  Speaker  having  resumed  the  chair, 
Mr.  Hinshaw,  Chairman  of  the  Commit¬ 
tee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of 


the  Union,  reported  that  that  Commit¬ 
tee,  having  had  under  consideration  the 
bill  (H.  R.  5883)  making  appropriations 
for  the  Department  of  Agriculture  (ex¬ 
clusive  of  the  Farm  Credit  Administra¬ 
tion)  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1949,  and  for  other  purposes,  had  directed 
him  to  report  the  bill  back  to  the  House 
with  sundry  amendments,  with  the  rec¬ 
ommendation  that  the  amendments  be 
agreed  to  and  that  the  bill  as  amended 
do  pass. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection, 
the  previous  question  is  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  a  separate  vote  de¬ 
manded  on  any  amendment?  If  not,  the 
Chair  will  put  them  en  bloc. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  the 
engrossment  and  third  reading  of  the 
bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  and  was  read  the 
third  time. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  the 
passage  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  passed. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 

EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

V  Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
from  Vermont  [Mr.  Plumley]  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Record  at  that  point  relating  to  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Adjustment  Administration  and 
to  include  certain  material  and  excerpts. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the '  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  obection. 

Mr.  HORAN  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  several 
,  remarks  on  the  bill  just  passed  and 
include  extraneous  matter. 

COMMITTEE  ON  THE  DISTRICT  OP 
COLUMBIA 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Committee 
on  the  District  of  Columbia  may  have 
until  Friday  night1  to  file  reports  on  cer¬ 
tain  bills  that  will  be  considered  on  Mon¬ 
day  next. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

A  TRIUMPH  IN  TRASH 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  taxpay¬ 
ers  of  this  Nation  ought  to  know  how 
some  of  the  moneys  appropriated  by  the 
Congress  for  short-wave  broadcasts  to 
Europe,  Asia,  and  other  parts  of  the 
world  are  being  wasted  on  just  plain 
trashy  subjects. 

A  striking  example  was  the  broadcast 
of  February  4,  by  the  Columbia  Broad¬ 
casting  System,  called  the  March  of  Sci¬ 
ence. 

The  theme  for  this  broadcast  is  almost 
impossible  of  comprehension.  It  appears 
that  the  setting  opens  in  a  fortune  tell¬ 
er’s  booth  at  Coney  Island.  The  char¬ 
acters  impersonated  were  a  fortuhe-tell- 
er,  Madame  LaBelle;  her  son,  Monty; 
his  fiance,  Rose;  his  Uncle  Ben,  and  a 
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carnival  barker.  The  argument  deals 
with  the  law  of  possibilities,  and  its  ap¬ 
plication  to  cards  and  dice.  Then  the 
scene  shifts  from  the  fortune-tellers 
booth  to  Uncle  Ben’s  farm  near  Peoria. 
This  broadcast  should  have  been  entitled 
a  “Triumph  in  Trash,”  with  which  I  am 
sure  you  will  agree,  after  reading  the 
script,  which  follows: 

COLUMBIA  BROADCASTING  SYSTEM,  AMERICAN 

SCHOOL  OF  THE  AIR,  MARCH  OF  SCIENCE,  NO. 

18:  TAKING  A  CHANCE,  WEDNESDAY,  FEBRUARY 

4,  1948,  5-5:30  P.  M.  EASTERN  STANDARD  TIME 

Cue:  (Columbia  Broadcasting  System,  30 
seconds.) 

Organ:  Series  theme. 

Announcer:  Columbia  presents  the  March 
of  Science. 

Music:  Carnival  midway  theme,  Down  Be¬ 
hind. 

Barker :  Try  your  luck  on  the  wheel  of  for¬ 
tune.  What’s  your  lucky  number?  Step  up 
and  try  it. 

Voice  1:  Hear  that,  Joe?  Take  a  chance. 

Voice  2:  Why  should  I  throw  my  money 
away? 

Voice  1:  You  won’t.  If  you  keep  trying, 
you  can’t  lose/  There’s  a  pattern,  see?  You 
have  to  win  sometime.  It’s  in  the  cards. 

Music:  To  wipe  out,  Into. 

Announcer:  Is  it  in  the  cards?  Is  there 
any  law  in  the  laws  of  chance?  Is  there 
certainty  about  any  happening — such  as 
whether  or  not  a  baby  will  be  a  boy  or  a 
girl?  That  is  the  story  we  bring  you  today — 
what  can  science  tell  us  about — 

Organ:  Light  beat,  Taking  a  Chance. 

Announcer :  Our  story  takes  us  first  to  New 
York’s  Coney  Island,  where  a  jaunty  little 
man  and  a  very  pretty  blond-haired  girl  are 
marching  up  the  boardwalk.  The  girl — she 
might  be  a  farm  girl  with  her  simple  dress 
and  healthy  pink  cheeks — nervously  clasps 
the  man’s  hand  as  they  hurry  along. 

Organ:  Sneak  carnival  atmosphere  under. 

Sound:  Sneak  crowds  and  surf  under. 

Announcer:  On  one  side  the  sparkling 
ocean  pounds  at  the  white  sand.  On  the 
other  is  an  endless  line  of  catchpenny  sou¬ 
venir  shops,  shooting  galleries,  roller  coast¬ 
ers,  dime  museums.  At  last  the  girl  speaks. 

Rose:  Are  you  sure  you  know  where  it  is, 
Monty? 

Monty:  Not  much  further,  Rose,  unless 
she’s  moved.  We’ll  see  the  place  in  a  minute. 

Rose:  Gee,  MQnty,  I’m  nervous. 

Monty:  Why?  It’s  only  mother. 

Rose:  I  know.  But  she’s  never  heard  of 
me.  How’s  she  going  to. take  it? 

Monty:  Oh,  you  two  will  get  along  fine. 
She’ll  think  you  are  swell. 

Rose:  I  hope  so.  But  suppose  she  won’t 
come  with  us,  Monty?  Suppose  she  doesn’t 
want  to  come  out  and  live  at  your  Uncle 
Ben’s? 

Monty:  She  will.  I'll  talk  her  into  it. 

Rose:  She’s  just  got  to,  Monty.  I  don’t 
see  how  we  can  be  married  if  she  doesn’t. 

Monty:  She’ll  come.  Oh,  there’s  the  place! 
See  the  poster,  over  the  doorway? 

Rose  (reading) :  “Madame  LaBelle.  Sees 
all,  Knows  all,  Tells  all.  Are  you  troubled  or 
worried?  Consult  Madame  LaBelle,  the 
seventh  daughter  of  a  seventh  daughter.” 
Oh,  Monty! 

Monty:  Oh,  buck  up,  Rose!  She  doesn’t 
bite. 

Barker  (coming  on)  :  Right  this  way,  folks! 
Get  your  fortune  told  here. 

Monty:  Is  that  madame  inside? 

Barker:  She  can  take  you  now.  Step  right 
in,  both  of  you. 

Rose:  Monty,  I’ll  wait— till  you  come  for 
me. 

Monty:  All  right,  Rose.  (To  Barker) 
The  lady’ll  wait  here. 

Barker  (confidentially) :  Don’t  speak  too 
loud  or  suddenlike,  when  you  go  in.  The 
madame’s  been  in  a  trance  all  day,  and  those 


trances  is  something  fierce.  And  be  care¬ 
ful — it’s  dark  in  there. 

Monty:  O.  K. 

Sound:  Fade  out  surf  and  crowds. 

Organ:  Fade  out. 

Madame  (fade  in) :  Don’t  speak.  Don’t 
say  anything.  I  don’t  want  to  hear.  Just 
pull  a  chair  up  to  the  table  and  don’t 
stumble  on  the  rug — there,  you  sittin’?  I 
have  to  keep  it  dark  in  here.  It  works 
better.  Now  let’s  take  a  look  in  the  crystal — 
Mmm.  There’s  crowds  in  the  crystal.  They 
swirl.  They  whirl  and  swirl  around.  Maybe 
we  better  use  the  cards  first,  or  tea  leaves. 
Tea  leaves  are  good.  Oh,  wait  a  minute. 
The  clouds  are  partin’!  I  pan  see,  I  can  see! 
You’re  goin’  on  a  journey— a  long  journey. 

Monty:  Which  way? 

Madame:  It  looks  like — west. 

Monty:  I  just  came  from  there;  from 
Chicago.  * 

Madame:  From  Chicago,  eh?  Say,  hold  on. 
Let  me  look  at  you.  You’re  not- — 

Monty:  What’s  the  matter,  Ma?  Doesn’t 
your  crystal  ball  even  tell  you  when  your 
own  son  walks  in? 

Madame  (ecstatically):  Monty!  Monty,  you 
bad  boy,  sneakin’  up  on  your  mother  with¬ 
out  so  much  as  a  word.  Let  me  turn  on  the 
lights  and  look  at  you. 

Sound:  Light  switch. 

Madame :  There,  that’s  better.  Why,  you’re 
lookin’  fine.  Now  tell  me  all  about  your¬ 
self.  You  never  write.  How  am  I  to  know 
what  you’re  doing? 

Monty:  You  mean  the  cards  won’t  tell  you? 

Madame:  Oh,  stop  making  fun  of  your  poor 
old  mother,  and  say  what  you’re  up  to.  What 
are  you  doing  in  New  York? 

Monty:  Well,  Ma,  I  came  e$st  to  make  you 
a  proposition. 

Madame  (on  guard) :  Oh,  no,  Monty,  none 
of  that.  I  know  your  propositions.  You 
need  money,  and - 

Monty:  It’s  nothing  like  that,  Ma;  honest. 
I  came  to  take  you  back  to  Chicago. 

Madame:  You  what? 

Monty:  Sure.  Uncle  Ben’s  got  a  big  farm 
out  near  Peoria,  and  he  wants  you  to  keep 
house  for  him.  Pay  you  a  regular  wage,  too. 
Hundred  dollars  a  month,  and  your  keep. 

Madame:  Me,  keep  house?  For  my  brother 
Ben?  Me,  on  a  farm?  Madam  LaBelle,  the 
seventh  daughter - * 

Monty:  Oh,  Ma,  come  off  it.  Your  name’s 
Maisie  Doolittle,  and  you’re  the  only  daughter 
in  your  family.  And  this  is  no  life  for  a 
woman  of  your  age.  Look  at  this  place. 
And  that  room  in  the  back,  where  you  live! 
I  want  to  get»you  out  of  all  this,  Ma. 

Madame:  You  stop  castin’  aspersions  on 
the  way  I  live.  I  like  the  way  I  live,  I’ll 
have  you  know.  I  like  bein’  a  fortune  teller, 
and  no  son  of  mine  is  going  to  come  in  here 
and - 

Monty:  All  right,  all  right,  just  calm  down. 
That  isn’t  all  I  have  to  tell  you. 

Madame :  I  won’t  calm  down.  Insultin’  my 
profession.  Fortune  tellin’  is  one  of  the  old¬ 
est  professions  in  the  world  and - 

Monty:  I  didn’t  say  it  wasn’t. 

Madame:  And  who  are  you  to  talk?  When 
did  you  ever  earn  an  honest  day's  living? 

Monty:  Now,  Ma,  no  good  to  lose  your 
temper.  Besides,  I  do  earn  an  honest  living. 

Madame:  You? 

Monty:  I  do.  I  have  a  job. 

Madame  (incredulous) :  What  kind  of  job? 

Monty:  I’m  a  life-insurance  salesman. 

Madame:  Monty  Doolittle,  a  life-insurance 
salesman? 

Monty:  That’s  right. 

Madame:  You  mean — you  don’t  play  the 
horses  any  more? 

Monty:  I  swore  off. 

Madame:  No  more  all-night  poker  games? 

Monty:  Not  on  your  life. 

Madame.  I  can’t  believe  it.  Monty,  my 
darlin’,  what  changed  you? 

Monty:  Well,  I  got  tired  of  that  kind  of 
life.  I  want  to  settle  down  now  in  a  home 


of  my  own,  and  when  I  took  the  insurance 
job — that  changed  me. 

Madame  (the  skeptic) :  Hah! 

Monty:  I  tell  you  it  did,  Ma.  I  had  to 
study.  I  learned  all  about  taking  chances, 
and  what  we  call  good  luck  and  bad  luck,  and 
it  cured  me.  I  don’t  gamble  any  more. 

Madame:  Some  job.  (Suddenly.)  I  don’t 
want  any  life  insurance,  if  that’s  what  you’re 
working  up  to. 

Monty:  I’m  not  tryin’  to  sell  you  insurance, 
Ma,  honest. 

Madame:  Well,  what  are  you  here  for?  You 
can  talk  all  you  like  about  Uncle  Ben  and 
Peoria,  but  I  smell  a  rat.  There’s  something 
behind  all  this,  Monty,  and  I  know  it.  be¬ 
cause  I  know  you. 

Monty:  Ma,  there’s  a  girl  waiting  outside. 
If  you’ll  just — -- 

Madame  (interrupting) :  There’s  always 
girls  outside.  Let  her  wait.  I’ll  tell  her 
fortune  later.  You  tell  me  what  made  you 
give  up  gambling. 

Monty:  All  right,  if  you  really  want  to 
know. 

Madame:  I  do. 

Monty:  Did  you  ever  hear  of  the  law  of 
probabilities? 

Madame:  When  was  that  passed? 

Monty:  It  wasn’t  that  kind  of  law.  It’s  a 
scientific  law,  like  the  law  of  gravitation. 
It  wasn’t  passed — it  was  discovered. 

Madame:  How? 

Monty:  Well,  it  all  started  when  people 
tried  to  work  out  systems  to  win  at  gam¬ 
bling — figuring  the  odds,  taking  a  chance. 
And  now  it’s  a  science,  a  special  branch  of 
mathematics,  like  statistics. 

Madame:  There’s  lots  of  systems  been 
worked  out,  Monty,  to  win  at  roulette,  and 
poker,  and  dice. 

Monty:  Yes,  and  you  want  to  know  some¬ 
thing?  There’s  not  one  of  ’em  any  good. 

Madame:  Not  one  system  any  good? 

Monty:  Not  one.  Mathematics  proves  it. 
It  can’t  be  done.  You  can’t  beat  the  laws 
of  chance.  And  you  want  to  know  some¬ 
thing  else?  This  is  hard  to  believe,  but  it’s 
true.  If  you  gamble  long  enough,  you’re 
going  to  lose  all  your  capital.  Mathematics 
proves  that,  too. 

Madame:  Why,  I’ve  known  lots  of  people 
made  a  pile  in  gambling! 

Monty:  That’s  because  they  stopped  play¬ 
ing  in  time.  If  they’d  kept  on,  they’d  have 
lost  everything  they  owned.  Its  inevitable. 

Madame:  Well,  I  can’t  see  why  you  took 
a  regular  job,  if  that’s  the  case.  • 

Monty:  And  you’ve  got  to  quit,  too,  Ma. 
There’s  no  sense  in  telling  fortunes  either — 
not  any  more. 

Madame  (suspiciously) :  I  don’t  see  what 
your  old  law  of  probabilities  has  to  do  with 
me. 

Monty:  Because  now,  Ma,  you  can  foretell 
the  future — mathematically. 

Madame:  I  don’t  believe  it. 

Monty:  It’s  better  than  your  cards  and  tea 
leaves  and  .your  crystal  ball. 

Madame:  You  mean  that  scientists  can 
predict  the  same  things  I  can?  Like — well 
whether  you’re  going  to  get  married  next 
year?  Say,  you’re  not  married,  are  you? 

Monty:  No,  Ma,  not  yet.  That’s  what  I— 

Madame:  I’ll  tell  you  when  you're  going  to 
get  married.  I’ll  even  tell  you  what  she  looks 
like.  Just  let  me  shuffle  those  cards — 

Sound:  Shuffle  deck,  under. 

Monty:  Oh,  Ma,  put  thoX. things  down !  I 
thought  you  wanted  to  heat  about  the  law 
of  probabilities. 

Madame:  Not  till  you’ve  had  your  fortune 
told.  Now  you  sit  back  and  be  quiet  *  »  • 
Three  of  hearts,  ten  of  diamonds,' (leuce  of 
clubs,  eight  of  diamonds — no  marriage  for 
awhile  yet,  Monte — ah  here  we  are!  The 
Queen  of  Spades!  There  she  is.  The  fifth 
card.  A  widow  woman.  About  45,  I’d  6ay. 
Dark  hair  and  eyes.  You’ll  meet  her  in  about 
10  years. 
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the  end  advocating  procedures  acceptable 
to  the  comomn  man.  "Though  the  mills  of 
God  grind  slowly,  yet  they  grind  exceedingly 
small."  If  platitudes  and  decisions  pri¬ 
marily  meant  to  please  the  ears  of  the  people, 
are  fundamentally  unsound,  the  people  as 
usual  pay  the  bill. 

On  the  facts,  I  think  it  is  clearer  than 
ever  that  the  amplitude  of  the  boom  and  the 
probable  bust  could  have  been  kept  within 
bounds  and  the  procedure  necessary  to  ac¬ 
complish  this  is  fairly  simple.  Instead  of 
encouraging  spending  by  increasing  the  pur¬ 
chasing  power,  we  should  have  discouraged 
spending.  Instead  of  preaching  tax  reduc¬ 
tion,  that  would  only ,  increase  individual 
spending,  we  should  have  preached  contin¬ 
ued  taxation,  tax  relief  only  where  that  relief 
would  be  used  to  supply  tools  for  the  future. 
Instead  of  wasting  fantastic  amounts  on  so- 
called  European  relief,  we  might  have  scru¬ 
tinized  this  relief  and  given  only  where  war¬ 
ranted.  Certainly  this  phase  of  the  program 
should  have. been  taken  out  of  the  realm 
of  politics  and  ideology. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  there  is  hardly  a  thing 
that  we  have  done  in  the  last  two  years  that 
has  not  raised  prices,  increased  personal  ex¬ 
penditure,  discouraged  long-time  planning 
and  curtailed  the  supply  of  goods  in  our  own 
market.  If  the  people  are  finally  penalized, 
seriously  for  this,  they  can  reflect  on  the 
fact  that  they  have  listened  to  arguments 
that  they  have  enjoyed  hearing,  and  have 
been  encouraged  to  disregard  the  simple  wis¬ 
dom  and  the  common  sense  that  should  have 
been  at  their  command. 

In  closing  I  would  like  to  quote  some  words 
from  a  keen  observer  of  the  process  of  Gov¬ 
ernment:  "The  most  severe  criticism  you  can 
level  against  personal  freedom  and  private 
enterprise  is  that  they  demand  more  cau¬ 
tion.  They  call  for  more  character,  they  re¬ 
quire  more  work  and  will  power,  they  take 
more  self-enterprise,  more  self-discipline,  and 
more  self-reliance  than  we  may  possess.  One 
of  the  major  economic  challenges  of  our 
generation  is  whether  we  shall  meet  these 
tests  so  that  this  Nation  may  continue  to 
be  free  economically  and  politically.” 

If  this  is  a  fair  statement  of  what  is 
demanded  of  the  people,  it  is  doubly  true 
that  the  same  measure  in  a  greater  degree 
should  be  demanded  of  our  leaders.  The  real 
friend  of  the  people  in  a  democracy  must  be 
the  man  who  preaches  such  a  doctrine,  but 
the  so-called  friend  of  the  people  in  the 
political  sense  who  tells  them  only  what 
they  would  like  to  hear  and  who  sponsors 
decisions  intriguing  in  the  short  range  but 
devastating  in  the  long  range,  is,  in  ultimate 
effect,  no  friend  at  all. 

Chester  D.  Tripp. 


Veterans  Purchase  $5,000,000  Naylor 
Gardens  Housing  Project 

EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  BERTRAND  W.  GEARHART 

OF  CALIFORNIA 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday,  February  12, 1948 

Mr.  GEARHART.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
veterans  of  World  War  II  have  finally 
won  the  Naylor  Gardens  Housing  project 
located  in  Washington,  D.  C.  It  has 
been  a  long,  bitter  fight. 

Many  hundreds  of  veterans  will  now 
find  roofs  over  their  heads  simply  be¬ 
cause  a  group  of  enthusiastic  veterans 
were  determined  to  acquire  the  project 
from  the  Defense  Housing  Corporation 


for  the  benefit  of  their  comrades  who 
have  waited  so  long  for  housing  accom¬ 
modations. 

The  history  behind  this  famous  battle 
was  published  in  the  Stars  and  Stripes, 
National  Tribune,  on  May  2,  1946,  and 
later  reprinted  in  the  official  AMVET 
publication  of  May  1946. 

It  is  worthy  to  note  in  passing  that  al¬ 
though  J.  H.  Leib,  then  national  legisla¬ 
tive  director  of  AMVETS,  initiated  the 
movement  to  secure  the  Naylor  Gardens 
and  later  became  an  incorporator  of  the 
association,  he  nevertheless,  adamantly 
refused  to  become  a  director  or  have 
anything  financially  to  do  with  the 
project — or  even  seek  an  apartment  for 
himself.  His  has  been  a  disinterested 
service  to  a  worthy  cause  for  which  his 
comrades  have  reason  to  be  grateful. 

The  Stars  and  Stripes  article  and  a 
story  from  the  Washington  Evening  Star 
of  February  28,  1948  should  be  incorpo¬ 
rated  in  the  Congressional  Record  as  an 
example  of  that  which  can  be  accom¬ 
plished  in  the  interest  of  community  bet¬ 
terment  and  veteran  service  when  the 
will  to  achieve  constructive  results  is 
present.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  newspaper 
articles  to  which  I  have  referred  are  the 
following: 

[From  Stars  and  Stripes,  National  Tribune, 
of  May  2,  1946] 

Housing  Battle  Won  by  Amvets — Veterans’ 

Cooperative  Scores  Decisive  Victory  in 

Purchasing  Apartment  Project 

Seven  hundred  and  forty-eight  housing 
units  for  veterans. 

That  became  a  fact  when  the  sale  of 
$5,000,000  Naylor  Gardens  to  AMVETS,  Amer¬ 
ican  Veterans  of  World  War  II,  in  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  was  approved  by  the  De¬ 
fense  Housing  Corporation, 

Naylor  Gardens  will  go  to  the  Veterans’  Co¬ 
operative  Housing  Association,  a  group  given 
birth  by  AMVETS  last  December  and  headed 
by  Raymond  Sawyer,  district  department 
commander,  and  Dayton  Harrington,  an  of¬ 
ficer  of  AMVETS,  Post  No.  1,  in  the  District. 

How  was  it  done? 

Purchase  of  Naylor  Gardens  was  the  brain 
child  of  J.  H.  Eeib,  Frank  Scriven,  of  Cali¬ 
fornia,  and  Raymond  Sawyer.  It  was  con¬ 
summated  around  a  luncheon  table  and  con¬ 
ceived  through  months  of  work  on  Capitol 
Hill  and  after  arguments  pro  and  con  with 
the  Defense  Housing  Corporation. 

The  idea  was  given  birth  by  Leib  on  Decem¬ 
ber  1,  1945.  On  December  3  the  plan  was 
presented  to  post  No.  1,  of  the  District,  for 
approval  and  the  legal  services  of  Col.  Wil¬ 
liam  A.  Roberts  were  obtained.  On  December 
7  the  legislative  director  took  the  story  to 
the  Washington  Daily  News,  which  ran  a 
headline  article  announcing  AMVETS  was 
endeavoring  to  purchase  the  Gardens.  Then 
other  papers  took  up  the  cudgels  on  behalf 
of  AMVETS. 

Every  day  Scriven,  Leib,  and  Sawyer  bom¬ 
barded  the  local  papers  with  press  releases, 
but  on  December  29  AMVETS  suffered  the 
first  official  set  back  when  the  DHC  publicly 
started  giving  the  group  the  runaround. 

AMVETS  countered  by  preparing  a  bill 
which  Chairman  Carter  Manasco  of  the 
Housing  Expenditures  Committee,  intro¬ 
duced,  asking  that  sales  of  all  Government 
surplus  projects  be  delayed  pending  decision 
as  to  veterans’  priorities.  Senator  Lister 
Hill,  majority  whip  of  the  Senate  and  a  vet¬ 
eran  of  World  War  I,  was  persuaded  to  in¬ 
troduce  a  joint  bill,  which  subsequently 
knocked  DHC  for  the  proverbial  loop.  DHC 
came  back  with  an  announcement  that  it 
was  prepared  to  sell,  but  not  to  AMVETS. 


Again  bogged  down,  AMVETS  requested 
hearings  before  the  Manasco  committee. 
During  a  stormy  session,  Leib  gained/'the 
floor,  when  Congressman  Manasco  ihter- 
rupted  Gen.  Luther  Gregory,  of  the  War 
Assets  Commission,  to  give  the  AMVflTS  leg¬ 
islative  director  an  opportunity  Xqf speak. 

Leib  appealed  to  Congress  to  jfalt  all  sales 
pending  clarification  of  veterans’  preference 
policy.'  The  next  day,  Mrs, 'Evelyn  Walsh 
McLean  joined  the  fight..  On  a  visit  to 
Walter  Reed  Hospital  she,  had  seen  a  soldier 
die.  Returning  home,  she  read  in  the  papers 
AMVETS’  testimony  before  Congress. 
Grieved  by  what  she  saw  and  read,  she  pre¬ 
pared  a  series  of  full-page  ads  which  she 
ran  in  all  Washington,  D.  C.,  papers.  She 
urged  that  veterans  be  sold  the  Garden  prop¬ 
erty.  Her  assistance  was  most  effective. 

Next,  Congresswoman  Edith  Nourse  Rog¬ 
ers,  of  Massachusetts,  joined  the  campaign. 
She  came  to  AMVETS’  defense  and  intro¬ 
duced  legislation  to  give  veterans  prefer¬ 
ence  in  purchasing  Government  surplus 
housing. 

With  that,  the  Legion,  V.  F.  W.  and  D.  A.  V. 
joined  forces  with  AMVETS,  forming  what 
was  virtually  a  united  veteran  housing  front 
in  the  District. 

The  Rogers  bill  was  introduced  March  7, 
1946.  Approximately  1  month  later  the  De¬ 
fense  Housing  Corporation  accepted  AMVETS’ 
bid.  A  long,  uphill  campaign  was  won.  An 
idea,  born  at  a  luncheon  table,  brought 
homes  to  748  veterans. 


[From  the  Washington  Evening  Star  of 
February  28,  1948] 

Naylor  Gardens  Housing  Co-op  Set  Up  by 
Veterans  of  Two  Wars 
(By  Malcolm  Lamborne,  Jr.) 

Youthful  enthusiasm  and  the  wisdom  that 
comes  with  age  have  teamed  up  in  the  coun¬ 
try’s  first  large  veterans’  housing  coopera¬ 
tive — Naylor  Gardens  Residences  in  South¬ 
east  Washington. 

It  is  a  combination  that  promises  to  stand 
as  a  monument  to  a  new  experiment  in  vet¬ 
eran-owned  and  operated  housing.  * 

The  748-unit  project  became  the  property 
of  the  Veterans’  Cooperative  Housing  Asso¬ 
ciation  this  month  when  34-year-old  Graves 
H.  Wilson,  co-op  president,  presented  a 
$512,500  check  to  this  Government.  This  was 
a  10-percent  down  payment  on  the  develop¬ 
ment,  built  by  the  Government  in  1943  for 
$6,587,000  and  declared  surplus  late  in  1945. 

The  brief  ceremony  in  the  office  of  the  Pub¬ 
lic  Housing  Administration  marked  the  cul¬ 
mination  of  a  program  started  more  than  2 
years  ago  by  a  group  of  Washington  area  vet¬ 
erans,  most  of  them  members  of  the  Ameri¬ 
can  Veterans  of  World  War  II. 

Early  in  their  negotiations  the  young  vet¬ 
erans  called  on  older  men,  veterans  of  World 
War  I,  for  advice  and  assistance,  and  the  com¬ 
bination  has  been  paying  dividends  ever 
since.  The  development  is  now  run  by  a 
9-man  board  whose  ages  range  from  25  to 
over  50  years.  They  serve  without  pay. 

Today  428  of  the  748  units  are  owned  by 
co-op  members.  Titles  to  the  remainder  are 
held  by  the  association.  Nonmember  tenants 
have  been  given  assurance  they  can  remain 
in  apartments  so  long  as  there  is  rent  con¬ 
trol.  These  tenants  now  pay  rent  to  the  as¬ 
sociation  which,  in  turn,  makes  monthly 
payments  on  the  purchase  price  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment.  •  Co-op  officials  estimate  it  will  take 
about  30  years  to  pay  off  Uncle  Sam. 

Of  the  428  units  sold  to  veterans,  about  200 
are  still  to  be  occupied  by  co-op  members. 
It  is  worthy  of  note  that  veterans  were  ready 
to  pay  the  $50  membership  fee  in  the  co-op 
and  make  a  down  payment  of  20  percent  on 
apartments — even  though  they  were  not  sure 
when  they  could  move  in. 
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FIFTEEN  VACANCIES  A  MONTH 

Walter  W.  Kreimann,  administrative  assist¬ 
ant  to  the  Board  and  a  former  Army  flyer  in 
the  Pacific,  reports,  however,  that  vacancies 
average  about  15  a  month  and,  accordingly, 
families  are  moving  in  regularly. 

What  are  the  attractions  at  Naylor  Gar¬ 
dens?  Association  officials  cite  the  following: 

Interest  rates  of  only  3  percent,  monthly 
payments  from  $59.50  to  $80,  depending  on 
the  size  of  apartments  (this  includes  interest 
and  principal  payments,  fuel,  light,  and  jani¬ 
tor  service) ;  an  opportunity  for  a  home  at 
about  half  the  price  of  a  detached  dwelling 
(prices  range  from  $6,750  for  one-bedroom 
units  to  $8,450  for  a  three-bedroom  apart¬ 
ment):  recreation  facilities,  nearby  shopping 
centers,  and  good  public  transportation. 

CALLED  LONG-TIME  PROJECT 

John  A.  Densford,  veteran  of  t\gb  wars  and 
chairman ;  of  the  membership /committee, 
commented  recently:  “We  are  trying  to  build 
a  long-time  project  at  Naylor  Gardens.”  He 
said  he  was  sold  on  the  idea  of  a  cooperative 
community  only  last  year  when  several  young 
men  approached  him  on  lending  them  a  hand. 
Mr.  Densford  is  regional  educational  director 
for  the  Veterans'  Administration. 

Mr.  Densford  heads  the  committee  which 
has  the  important  job  of  screening  all  appli¬ 
cations  to  buy  into  the  development.  The 
co-op  insists  veterans  be  financially  able  to 
make  a  20-percent  down  payment  without 
borrowing  the  money;  that  their  total  in¬ 
debtedness  not  exceed  twice  their  annual  in¬ 
come;  and  that  they  have  annual  income 
of  $2,400  at  least.  • 

Mr.  Wilson  says  the  co-op’s  basic  phi¬ 
losophy  is  to  provide  World  War  II  veterans 
“first-rate  living  accommodations  at  a  rea¬ 
sonable  cost,  along  with  the  benefits  of  co¬ 
operative  ownership— all  on  a  long-range 
basis.” 


Outlaw  the  Communist  Party 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  WILLIS  W.  BRADLEY 

OF  CALIFORNIA 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday,  March  18,  1948 

Mr.  BRADLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  pre¬ 
sent  herewith  a  resolution  adopted  by  the 
Ancient  Order  of  Sciots,  meeting  in  the 
city  of  Santa  Cruz,  Calif.,  in  which  the 
outlawing  of  the  Communist  Party  in  the 
United  States  is  advocated.  I  feel  that 
the  resolution  is  deserving  of  consider¬ 
ation  by  the  Members  of  Congress: 

At  the  supreme  session  of  the  Ancient 
Egyptiafi  Order  of  Sciots,  a  western  organi¬ 
zation  whose  prerequisite  to  membership  is 
membership  in  the  Masonic  fraternity,  held 
November  12,  13,  14,  and  15,  1947,  in  the  city 
of  Santa  Cruz,  State  of  California,  the  follow¬ 
ing  resolution  was  unanimously  adopted : 

“Resolved,  That  the  Congress  and  the  Pres¬ 
ident  of  the  United  States  be  memorialized 
by  the  Ancient  Egyptian  Order  of  Sciots  to 
outlaw  the  Communist  Party  in  the  United 
States.” 

The  undersigned,  as  pharaoh  and  supreme 
scribe,  respectively,  of  the  Ancient  Egyptian. 
Order  of  Sciots,  have  been  instructed  by  the 
supreme  pyramid  to  forward  this  resolution 
to  you. 

Respectfully  yours, 

Warren  A.  Slock, 

Pharaoh, 

Attest: 

Wm.  Van  Dyke, 

Supreme  Scribe. 


Department  of  Agriculture  Appropriation 
Bill,  Fiscal  Year  1949 


SPEECH 

OF 

HON.  WILLIAM  J.  MILLER 

OF  CONNECTICUT 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday,  March  17,  1948 

The  House  in  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  State  of  the  Union  had  under 
consideration  the  bill  (H.  R.  5883)  making 
appropriations  for  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  exclusive  of  the  Farm  Credit  Admin¬ 
istration,  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1949,  and  for  other  purposes. 

(Mr.  MILLER  of  Connecticut  asked 
and  was  given  permission  to  revise  and 
extend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Connecticut.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  was  interested  in  the  com¬ 
ments  of  the  gentleman  who  preceded 
me,  Mr.  Cannon,  of  Missouri,  in  regard 
to  the  activities  of  a  Mr.  Koch  who  has 
circularized  the  farmers  in  several  con¬ 
gressional  districts  purporting  to  take  a 
poll  of  the  attitude  of  these  farmers  on 
the  question  of  reducing  the  soil-conser¬ 
vation  program  appropriation.  May  I 
state,  emphatically,  that  I  have  no  ob¬ 
jection  to  anyone  at  any  time  or  in  any 
place  publicizing  in  every  way  possible 
the  record  of  any  vote  cast  by  me  on  any 
measure  presented  to  the  Congress. 
Most  of  my  constituents  know  that  I 
voted  to  reduce  the  soil-conservation  ap¬ 
propriation  last  year.  Most  of  them 
realize  that  with  farm  income  at  an  all- 
time  high  level  they  should  not  expect 
the  Federal  Government  to  provide  them 
with  free  lime,  fertilizer,  and  so  forth. 

I  do,  however,  wish  to  make  it  a  matter 
of  record  that  I  object  to  having  false 
or  misleading  information  circulated 
throughout  my  district,  particularly  by 
one  who  has  a  selfish  interest  in  the  in¬ 
creasing  of  certain  appropriations.  Mr. 
Koch  reported  that  a  hundred  percent 
of  the  farmers  in  my  congressional  dis¬ 
trict  who  returned  his  post-card  ballots 
stated  that  they  were  opposed  to  the  po¬ 
sition  taken  by  me.  I  have  had  letters 
and  I  have  had  conversations  with  farm¬ 
ers  who  have  assured  me  that  they  re¬ 
turned  these  post  cards  after  marking 
them  to  show  that  they  approved  of  the 
reduction  in  this  appropriation. 

Further,  I  notice  in  the  printed  hear¬ 
ings  on  this  bill  that  Mr.  Koch  states 
that  he  developed  his  mailing  list  by  ac¬ 
cumulating  the  names  of  farmers  who 
have  previously  purchased  lime.  I  have 
the  information  from  a  most  reliable 
source  that  his  mailing  list  was  obtained, 
at  least  in  part,  from  an  employee  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  with  whom 
Mr.  Koch  was  previously  associated. 
The  activities  of  Mr.  Koch  are,  in  my 
opinion,  a  despicable  form  of  lobbying. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Connecticut.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Personally, 
I  think  the  letter  Mr.  Koch  put  out  was 
reprehensible.  I  told"  him  so  face  to 
face.  In  the  first  place,  he  makes  two 
very  inaccurate  statements  in  that  let¬ 


ter.  He  accuses  Members  of  voting  for 
the  discontinuance  of  the  program.  I 
do  not  think  at  any  time  such  a  vote  was 
before  the  House  last  year.  He  further 
accuses  various  Members  upon  the  mo¬ 
tion  to  recommit  of  voting  to  sustain  the 
subcommittee,  yet  there  were  these  sepa¬ 
rate  items  contained  in  that  motion. 
The  gentleman  will  see  on  page  927  of 
the  hearings  a  copy  of  that  motion. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Connecticut.  I  am 
glad  the  gentleman  brought  that  out. 
I  intended  to  refer  to  the  fact  that  there 
were  two  other  questions  involved  in  that 
motion  to  recommit.  He  makes  no  effort 
to  explain  that.  I  state  for  the  record 
and  for  the  information  of  my  own  con¬ 
stituents  that  I  did  vote  to  reduce  the 
appropriation. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  May  I  say 
also  that  the  fact  that  this  man,  as  he 
admits  in  the  record,  is  a  paid  repre¬ 
sentative  of  the  limestone  interests,  and 
directly  interested  in  securing  additional 
millions  of  dollars  out  of  the  triple  A 
soil-conservation  fund,  in  itself  makes 
it  all  the  more  reprehensible  for  him  to 
attempt  to  defeat  Members  of  Congress 
through  unfair  and  unethical  practices. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Connecticut.  I  also 
point  out  that  approximately  10  percent 
of  the  total  soil-conservation  appropria¬ 
tion  has  gone  to  members  of  that  asso¬ 
ciation  in  that  $30,000,000  was  spent  out 
of  the  $300,000,000  appropriation  for  the 
purchase  of  lime.  I  am  not  surprised 
that  the  overwhelming  majority  of  farm¬ 
ers  who  were  approached  on  the  ques¬ 
tion  do  want  to  continue  to  receive  free 
lime.  It  takes  a  man  with  strong  feel¬ 
ings  on  the  subject  to  take  the  position 
that  he  needs  lime  but  would  rather  buy 
it  than  accept  it  free  from  his  Govern¬ 
ment.  I  thank  God  that  we  have  many 
Connecticut  farmers  who  are  willing  to 
buy  their  own  lime. 

Mr.  HORAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Connecticut.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Washington. 

Mr.  HORAN.  I  think  it  is  a  tribute 
to  our  free  American  farmers  that  many 
of  them  do  rather  resent  this  receiving 
free  lime  arid  would  rather  pay  for  it 
themselves. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Connecticut.  They 
certainly  do  in  my  district. 


Berkeley  Springs,  W.  Va. 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  MELVIN  C.  SNYDER 

OP  WEST  VIRGINIA 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday,  March  18,  1948 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  nestled 
in  a  valley  within  100  miles  of  Washing¬ 
ton,  lies  one  of  America’s  fiistoric  spots. 

March  18  of  this  year  will  mark  the 
two  hundredth  anniversary  of  George 
Washington’s  first  visit  to  the  town  of 
Bath,  now  known  as  Berkeley  Springs, 
the  county  seat  of  Morgan  County  W. 
Va.  Long  before  Washington  visited  this 
spot,  it  had  become  a  shrine  in  the  trk- 
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Vgoing  on  the  rampage.  If,  at  the  same  time, 
the  American  public  is  worried  stiff,  that  is 
an ,  unfortunate  casualty  of  the  battle  of 

words.  » 

There  is  no  question  that  the  State  De¬ 
partment  has  its  fingers  crossed  on  Russian 
moves  in  the  Mediterranean  area.  Our  ex¬ 
perts  do  not,  and  I  repeat,  do  not,  believe 
that  Russia  is  ready  or  equipped  to  fight  a 
war.  If  the  Russians  are  convinced  any  flex¬ 
ing  of  the  muscles  and  overrunning  so-called 
allied  areas  will  bring  on  war,  they  will  stop. 
That  is  the  view  of  the  State  Department. 
This,  according  to  one  view,  is  the  reason 
for  scary  build-up  of  crisis. 

Actually,  to  get  down  to  brass  tacks,  there 
has  not  been  any  unforeseen  crisis  in  the 
past  6  weeks.  Czechoslovakia  was  a  dead 
dodo — so  far  as  any  democratic  opposition 
to  Russia  is  concerned— since  the  end  of  the 
war.  The  cruel  Communist  coup  in  Czecho¬ 
slovakia  might  have  been  held  off  or  tem¬ 
pered,  but  the  Russians  began  to  get  itchy 
fingers  when  the  tension  between  east  and 
west  mounted. 

The  other  view  of  Mr.  Truman’s  actions  is 
popular  on  the  Hill.  It  Is  that  the  President 
has  come  completely  under  the  domination 
of  the  military  brass,  and  Is  being  used  to, 
start  their  drive  for  appropriations  and 
UMT. 

The  third,  and  most  cynical  outlook,  is 
that  the  President  is  manufacturing  a  crisis 
to  cinch  his  reeleotion.  I  frankly  don’t  be¬ 
lieve  this. 


Committee  for  Justice  and  Peace  in  the 
Holy  Land 

EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  ED  GOSSETT 

OF  TEXAS 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday,  March  18,  1948 

Mr.  GOSSETT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am 
pleased  to  know  that  a  national  council  of 
100  outstanding  Americans  have  organ¬ 
ized  themselves  into  a  Committee  for 
Justice  and  Peace  in  the  Holy  Land. 

The  announced  purposes  of  this  com¬ 
mittee  are: 

First.  To  bring  peace  with  justice  to 
the  Holy  Land. 

Second.  To  further  the  best  interests 
of  all  Jews,  Christians,  and  Moslems  ui 
the  Near  and  Middle  East. 

Third.  To  foster  friendly  relations 
among  the  peoples  of  the  three  faiths 
throughout  the  world. 

Fourth.  To  strengthen  the’  United 
Nations.  / 

A  partial  list  of  the  distinguished  per¬ 
sonnel  of  this  committee  appears  below: 

The  secretary  of  the/organization  is 
the  Reverend  Garland  Evans  Hopkins, 
associate  foreign  secretary  of  the  Meth¬ 
odist  Church. 

Members  of  the  national  council  in¬ 
cluded  the  Reverend  Dr.  Harry  Emer¬ 
son  Fosdick,  minister  emeritus,  River¬ 
side  Churchy ‘New  York;  Rabbi  Morris 
S.  Lazaron,  of  Baltimore;  the  Reverend 
Dr.  Henry- Pitney  Van  Deusen,  president, 
Union  /Theological  Seminary;  Earl 
Bunting,  chairman  of  the  board,  Na¬ 
tional  Association  of  Manufacturers; 
DryPaul  Hutchinson,  editor,  The  Chris¬ 
tian  Century;  William  Ernest  Hocking, 
professor  emeritus.  Harvard  University. 


Also  Harold  Lamb,  author;  Represent¬ 
ative  Lawrence  H.  Smith,  Republican, 
of  Wisconsin;  the  Reverend  Dr.  Wynn 
C.  Fairfield,  general  secretary,  Foreign 
Missions  Conference  of  North  America; 
the  Reverend  Dr.  Albert  E.  Day,  pastor. 
Mount  Vernon  Methodist  Episcopal 
Church,  Baltimore;  Dr.  George  W.  Sad¬ 
ler,  foreign  secretary,  Southern  Baptist 
Convention;  Nelson  V.  Russell,  president, 
Carroll  College;  Walter  A.  Groves,  presi¬ 
dent,  Centre  College;  the  Reverend  Dr. 
Fred  Field  Goodsell,  executive  vice  presi¬ 
dent,  American  Board  of  Commissioners 
for  Foreign  Missions;  Dr.  Herrick  B. 
Young,  secretary,  Board  of  Foreign  Mis¬ 
sions,  Presbyterian  Church,  United 
States  of  America. 

Also,  Dr.  Bayard  S.  Dodge,  president 
emeritus,  American  University  of  Beirut; 
Dr.  John  A.  Wilson,  director  of  the  Ori¬ 
ental  Institute,  University  of  Chicago; 
Dr.  Walter  L.  Wright,  Jr.,  professor  of 
Oriental  languages,  Princeton  Univer¬ 
sity;  the  Reverend  Dr.  Lynn  Harold 
Hough,  dean  emeritus,  Drew  Theologi¬ 
cal  Seminary;  Dr.  Allen  O.  Whipple, 
tejinical  director.  Memorial  Hospital, 
New  York;  Dr.  Ralph  Cooper  Hutchin- 
sonV  president,  Lafayette  College. 

Also,  the  Reverend  Dr.  Charles  T. 
Bridgehjan,  Trinity  Church,  New  York; 
Dr.  Kir  tie  y  F.  Mather,  professor  of  geo¬ 
logy,  Harvard  University;  Carroll  Binder, 
editorial-page  editor,  the  Minneapolis 
Star-Journal)  Harold  H.  Fisher,  chair¬ 
man,  Hoover  Institute,  and  Gloria  M. 
Wysner,  secretary.  Foreign  Missions 
Conference  of  North  America. 

I  have  just  received  a  letter  from  the 
Honorable  Garland  Evans  Hopkins,  asso¬ 
ciate  secretary  to  the  Hoard  of  Missions 
and  Church  Extension  ofythe  Methodist 
Church  and  also  secretaryto  the  Com¬ 
mittee  for  Justice  and  Peace  in  the  Holy 
Land.  Mr.  Hopkins  has  written  me  in 
part  as  follows: 

Board  of  Missions  and  Church 

Extension  of  the  Methodist  Church, 

New  York.  N.  Y.,  March  13,  19'*$. 
The  Honorable  Ed  Gossett,  \ 

United  States  House  of  Representatives, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Gossett:  I  think  it  Is  quite 
significant  that  Christian  groups,  both  in 
Palestine  and  America,  with  the  exception 
of  a  few  unofficial  committees,  are  opposed 
to  the  partition  of  Palestine.  On  February 
11  the  Committee  on  Work  Among  Moslems, 
the  interdenominational  group  carrying  on 
Protestant  work  in  the  Near  East,  addressed 
the  following  letter  to  President  Truman: 

“On  January  19  the  Committee  on  Work 
Among  Moslems  addressed  a  telegram  to  you, 
as  follows:  The  Committee  on  Work  Among 
Moslems  of  the  Foreign  Missions  Conference 
strongly  urges  the  continuance  of  the  em¬ 
bargo  on  arms  to  the  Middle  East.’ 

“Because  of  the  special  interests  of  this 
committee  in  Palestine  and  our  deep  con¬ 
cern  for  conditions  there,  and  because,  as 
American  citizens,  we  are  aware  of  the  im¬ 
portant  part  which  the  United  States  must 
play  in  all  decisions  of  the  United  Nations 
regarding  that  country,  we  send  to  you  for 
your  careful  consideration  an  additional  res¬ 
olution  of  the  committee  as  follows: 

“  ‘The  Committee  on  Work  Among  Mos¬ 
lems  views  with  deep  concern  the  growing 
chaos,  hatred,  and  disillusionment  in  Pales¬ 
tine  resulting  from  the  action  of  the  United 
Nations  to  partition  Palestine.  Since  the 
United  States  is  committed,  through  the 
United  Nations,  to  the  policy  “to  encourage 


respect  for  human  rights  and  for  funda¬ 
mental  freedoms  for  all  without  distinction 
as  to  race,  sex,  language,  or  religion,”  we -call 
upon  our  Government  to  take  steps,  even  at 
this  late  date,  to  see  that  this  policy  is  car¬ 
ried  out  in  Palestine.’  ” 

Considering  the  fact  that  the  Arabs  con¬ 
stitute  a  majority  of  the  population  of 
Palestine,  we  believe  that  they  have  been 
unjustly  treated  in  the  arbitrary  partition¬ 
ing  of  that  country  in  spite  of  their  pro¬ 
tests.  We  further  believe  that  false  hopes 
have  been  raised  for  Jews  entering  Palestine. 
Many  of  them  have  previously  been  victims 
of  anti-Jewish  atrocities  elswhere,  and  it  is 
exceedingly  unwise  to  lead  them  to  believe 
that  a  Jewish  state  in  Palestine,  with  ag¬ 
grieved  neighbors  on  its  borders,  will  solve 
their  problems. 

Yours  respectfully, 

Glora  M.  Wysner,  Secretary, 
Committee  on  Work  Among  Moslems. 

That  this  viewpoint  is  shared  by  the 
Christians  of  Palestine  is  quite  obvious  from 
an  Associated  Press  release  appearing  in  the 
New  York  Post  and  the  Home  News,  Wednes¬ 
day,  March  3,  1948.  I  am  enclosing  a  re¬ 
print  of  the  article. 

On  March  5,  1948,  the  Foreign  Missions 
Conference  of  North  America,  which  is  com¬ 
posed  of  the  representatives  of  126  denomin¬ 
ational  Boards  of  Foreign  Missions  and 
which  represents  the  great  majority  of  Amer¬ 
ican  Protestants,  passed  the  following  reso¬ 
lution  : 

“The  Foreign  Missions  Conference  of 
North  America,  viewing  with  deep  concern 
the  growing  strife  in  Palestine,  yet  recog¬ 
nizing  the  intricate  political  character  of 
the  question,  urges  that  in  the  interests  of 
•peace  and  justice,  measures  be  taken  by  the 
United  Nations  to  reconsider  the  recom¬ 
mendations  of  the  General  Assembly  of  the 
United  Nations  regarding  Palestine;  and  that 
the  Security  Council  appeal  to  all  groups 
to  avoid  further  hostilities  while  the  ques¬ 
tion  is  being  reconsidered.” 

With  best  personal  regards, 

Yours  sincerely. 

Garland  Evans  Hopkins, 

Associate  Secretary. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  know  that  millions  of 
Christian  Americans  of  all  faiths  will 
pray  that  this  committee  will  be  success¬ 
ful  in  its  mission  to  promote  justice  and 
peace  in  the  Holy  Land. 


Tyler  Johnston’s  Good  Work  on  Earth 
Is  Done 

Extension  of  remarks 

OF 

HON.  BEN  F.  JENSEN 

OF  IOWA 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday,  March  18,  1948 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  Tyler 
Johnston,  Turin,  Iowa,  one  of  my  most 
esteemed  friends,  has  passed  to  his 
reward. 

Tyler  was  a  patriot  of-  the  highest 
order,  true  to  our  cherished  American 
principles  of  good  government. 

He  was  so  common  in  his  habits,  so 
honest  in  his  dealings,  and  so  completely 
genuine  as  to  make  him  great  in  the 
true  measure  of  man.  I  share  in  grief 
with  his  bereaved  family  and  a  multi¬ 
tude  of  good  old  friends. 

God  rest  his  soul. 
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Personnel  Disloyalty 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

OP 

HON.  GEORGE  A.  DONDERO 

OP  MICHIGAN 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday,  March  18,  1948 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  place 
In  the  Record  excerpts  from  a  communi¬ 
cation  I  have  received  from  a  former  em¬ 
ployee  in  the  American  occupation  zone 
in  Germany  whose  name  I  cannot  di¬ 
vulge  for  fear  of  his  victimization.  I 
have  every  reason  to  believe  in  the  ac¬ 
curacy  of  his  observations,  "fhe  com¬ 
munication  is  a  sorry  tribute  to  the  type 
of  personnel  now  representing  the  United 
States  in  Germany.  Are  we  not  laying 
the  basis  for  treachery  on  a  mass  scale 
in  that  theater  of  operations? 

The  excerpts  follow: 

During  a  train  journey  (in  Germany)  I 
was  assigned  to  a  compartment  with  two 
ladies,  both  of  whose  husbands  were  em¬ 
ployed  in  Nurnberg,  presumably  with  the 
prosecution  council  there.  One  lady 
throughout  the  trip  expressed  an  extremely 
vindictive  attitude  toward  the  German  peo¬ 
ple,  upbraiding  various  people  for  passing 
fruit  and  candy  through  the  train  window 
to  children  in  the  station,  making  such  re¬ 
marks  as  (upon  viewing  the  almost  total 

ruin  of  - ) :  ‘‘These  ruins  delight  me. 

I  hope  they  died  by  the  thousands!  I  can 
never  forgive  them  for  what  they  did  to  my 
people.” 

'  Such  sentiments,  of  course,  in  themselves 
are  not  sufficient  cause  for  criticism,  al¬ 
though  they  seem  to  me  to  be  a  poor  begin¬ 
ning  for  a  just  prosecution — and  her  hus¬ 
band  must  share  her  ideas — but,  in  the 
course  of  the  trip,  she  became  expansive  and 
made  the  following  statements,  to  which  I 
would  swear  witness:  "The  Russian  worker 
is  a  happier  and  luckier  man  than  the  Amer¬ 
ican  worker."  (The  lady  had  never  gotten 
further  into  Arrferica  than  the  Brooklyn 
Bridge.)  “America  does  not  hold  the  key  to 
the  solution  of  the  problems  of  the  world: 
Russia  does.”  “I  don’t  care  if  I  ever  see  the 
United  States  again;  people  are  too  selfish 
and  insensitive  there.”  And,  finally,  “If 
America  succeeds  in  dragging  Russia  into 
war,  Russia  may  give  her  a  good  lesson.” 

To  continue:  Upon  arriving  in  — — — ,  I 
and  three  other  War  Department  workers 

were  assigned  to  a  room  in  the - Hotel, 

pending  our  final  location  of  work.  In  the 
course  of  an  evening’s  conversation  with  this 
group,  the  following  remarks  were  made  by 
one  of  the  men  i  "America  is  the  most  Fascist 
nation  in  the  world  today.”  (It  was  this  re¬ 
mark,  drawn  out  off  typical  party-line  vo¬ 
cabulary,  that  first  .Attracted  my  attention.) 
‘‘The  reason  trials/of  the  thirties  were  not 
Immoral  was  because  the  defendants  were 
enemies  of  the  state.  Americans  do  not 
know  the  Russians  well  enough;  American 
foreign  policy  ,ds  predicated  on  misinforma¬ 
tion  -and  carried  out  through  deliberate  am¬ 
plification  of  falsehoods.  The  Communists 
aren’t  as  bafl  as  we  are  told.” 

When  I  took  the  man  up  in  an  argument, 
he  becanie  very  excited,  at  first  defending 
his  points  heatedly,  then  retreating  into 
pacifist^  lines:  “We  should  get  along  With 
Russiy  and  make  all  the  concessions  to  her 
she  asks  in  order  to  preserve  peace.  The 
world  cannot  stand  another  war.”  Ulti¬ 
mately,  I  lost  my  temper  and  said,  "I  am  dis¬ 
appointed  to  find  Americans  with  your  atti¬ 
tude  working  for  the  War  Department;” 
whereupon  he  flew  into  a  violent  rage  and 
said,  “Are  you  threatening  me?  If  you  are, 


I’m  warning  you  that  if  you  try  to  cause  me 
any  trouble,  I’ll  get  you  into  more  Dutch 
than  you  ever  dreamed  of.”  7 

The  above  are  two  specific  example^  of 
pro-Communist  influence  in  this  comjtiand. 
I  regret  that  beyond  them,  anything  V  might 
add  would  be  based  on  suspicion  o xl deduc¬ 
tion,  and  I  would  not  risk  anyone  V  security 
on  such  terms.  However,  there  Are  many 
agencies  here  which  certainly  coyid  stand  a 
little  investigation.  Judge  Wenn/rstrum  was 
entirely  correct  when  he  said  tjflat  there  are 
too  many  people  here  whose  ideas  arise  from 
the  prejudices  and  hates'  of  their  European 
background.  When  these  ideas  become  chan¬ 
nels  for  pro-Russian  thinking,  then  the  mat¬ 
ter  ceases  to  be  a  cause  of  mere  disgust;  it 
becomes  an  outright  peri): 

May  I  express  my  admjration  for  your  cour¬ 
age  in  supporting  Judge  Wennerstrum  and 
for  your  wholesome  and  thoroughly  Ameri¬ 
can  attitude  in  all  other  matters. 


Agricultural  Extension  Funds 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  OVERTON  BROOKS 

OF  LOUISIANA 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday,  March  18,  1948 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have 
received  telegrams  from  outstanding  ag¬ 
ricultural  leaders  of  Louisiana  protest¬ 
ing  against  the  cut  in  funds  under  the 
stipulations '  of  the  agricultural  appro¬ 
priations  bill  which  is  presently  under 
consideration  by  this  House.  These 
telegrams  refer  largely  to  the  reduction 
under  budget  estimates  of  agricultural 
extension  funds  and  to  funds  expected 
by  them  under  the  terms  of  the  Hope- 
Plannagan  Act.  These  agricultural 
leaders  are  sincerely  interested  in  our 
agrarian  problems ;  and  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  reproduce  these  telegrams  in 
the  Record.  The  telegrams  follow: 

University,  La.,  March  17,  1948. 
Congressman  Overton  Brooks: 

Will  appreciate  your  support  of  request  for 
additional  agricultural  extension  funds 
which  are  already  authorized.  • 

J.  G.  Lee,  Jr., 

Secretary,  Louisiana  Farm  Council. 

University,  La.,  March  17,  1948. 
Hon.  Overton  Brooks, 

Member  6f  Congress, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

Urge  that  you  support  the  request  for 
funds  for  the  Cooperative  Agricultural  Ex¬ 
tension  Service  up  to  the  amount  authorized 
in  the  Bankhead-Flannagan  Act. 

Malcolm  Dougherty, 
President,  Louisiana  Farm  Bureau. 

Memphis,  Tenn.,  March  17,  1948. 
Hon.  Overton  Brooks, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

Understand  effort  will  be  made  on  floor  of 
House  to  increase  appropriations  for  Research 
and  Marketing  Act  and  extension  programs. 
These  items  are  of  particular  importance  to 
cotton  because  of  urgent  need  for  research 
and  education  and  because  projects  Covering 
important  problems  are  already  developed 
and  ready  for  Immediate  initiation.  Strongly 
Urge  your  support  of  full  $19,000,000  for  RMA 
and  $4,000,000  for  Extension  as  authorized. 

Harold  A.  Young, 

President,  National  Cotton  Council. 


Opelousas,  La.,  March  17,  1948. 
Hon.  Overton  Brooks, 

Member  of  Congress:  ^ 

Urge  you  support  Congressman  Cannon’s 
request  for  additional  funds  for  agricultural 
extension  work. 

H.  F.  Young, 

President,  Louisiana  Sweetpotato 
Association. 

Homer,  La.,  March  17,  1948. 
Hon.  Overton  Brooks, 

House  Office  Building: 

Urge  that  you  support  resolution  of  Repre¬ 
sentative  Cannon  of  Missouri  relative  funds 
for  agricultural  extension  service  from  Bank¬ 
head-Flannagan  funds. 

Geo.  F.  White, 

President,  Louisiana  Jersey  Cattle 

«  and  Dairy  Association. 

Washington,  D.  C.,  March  18,  1948. 
Hon.  Overton  Brooks, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

American  Farm  Bureau  Federation  board 
in  session  today  unanimously  adopted  fol¬ 
lowing  resolution:  “We  are  deeply  concerned 
over  failure  to  include  in  Agriculture  appro¬ 
priation  bill  $4,000,000  increment  for  State 
extension  services  previously  authorized  by 
law,  and  failure  to  include  increased  funds 
previously  authorized  under  Hope-Flannagan 
Research  Marketing  Act.  Especially  funds 
for  State  experiment  stations  under  title  1. 
Only  3  of  10  million  dollars  increment  au¬ 
thorized  is  provided,  and  all  is  assigned  to 
Secretary  under  title  2.  All  increases  author¬ 
ized  under  title  1  are  denied.  If  any  cuts 
are  to  be  made  they  should  be  proportionately 
distributed.  Records  prove  effectiveness  of 
decentralization  and  matching  funds  for  ex¬ 
tension  education  and  research.  Government 
gets  $2  worth  of  education  and  research  for 
every  dollar  of  Federal  funds.  We  respect¬ 
fully  urge  Congress  to  restore  these  needed 
funds.”  Would  greatly  appreciate  your  help 
in  restoring  these  funds  in  House. 

Allan  B.  Kline, 

President,  American  Farm  Bureau 
Federation. 


Are  Army  Wives  Subject  to  the  Articles 
of  the  Army? 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  GEORGE  MacKINNON 

OF  MINNESOTA 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday,  March  18,  1948 

Mr.  MacKINNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  let¬ 
ter  this  day  received  from  a  former  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Army  Air  Force  calls  attention 
to  a  situation  that  exists  and  has  existed 
in  the  Army  for.  a  long  time.  The  de¬ 
scription  is  so  good  that  I  include  it  un¬ 
der  leave  to  extend  my  remarks: 

Certain  commanders  in  the  Army  seem  to 
think  your  wife  is  .also  subject  to  the  Arti¬ 
cles  of  W^r.  At  one  air  base,  I  was  in  the 
Air  Corps  during  the  war,  my -wife  received 
a  letter  from  the  colonel  or  his  wife  just 
about  requiring  my  wife’s  presence  at  some 
meeting  at  the  Officers’  Club.  In  the  note  or 
at  the  meeting  it  was  stated  or  implied  that 
the  husband’s  future  in  the  Army  would  be 
affected  by  his  wife’s  presence  at  this  meet¬ 
ing.  Roll  call  was  taken  at  the  meeting.  I 
wish  I  had  the  letter  to  my  wife,  but  we 
threw  it  away.  Probably  the  salne  thing  is 
going  on  in  the  Army  now.  I  wonder  if  the 
Army  could  worry  less  about  the  social  life 
and  more  about  fighting. 
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industrial  development  commission.  It  may 
be.  added  that  all  this  spadework  has  been 
constantly  supported  editorially  by  the 
Times. 

As  aVesult  of  this  long  endeavor,  the  Army 
engineers  have  now  completed  a  favorable 
report.  On  the  basis  of  the  data  presented  to 
them  from\these  several  local  sources,  they 
have  found  the  project  economically  feasible 
and  recommended  the  construction  of  a 
$16,000,000  Gre<fn  River  Dam  in  Eagle  Gorge. 

Their  report  is  in  the  hands  of  the  Chief 
of  Army  engineers  in  Washington,  D.  C.,  and 
the  problem  now  is  to  expedite  its  submission 
to  Congress.  The  next  step  must  be  congres¬ 
sional  authorization  orSa  more  detailed  sur¬ 
vey  and  preparation  of  plans.  Beyond  that, 
construction  itself  must  be  authorized  and 
Congress  must  appropriate  the  required  funds. 

All  this  will  take  time  and  everything  must 
be  done  to  advance  the  several',  steps  still  to 
be  accomplished.  Within  5  years  or  so,  the 
Columbia  River  Basin  irrigation  project  will 
be  approaching  completion  and  the  new  set¬ 
tlement  it  will  invite  will  provide  nev?  mar¬ 
kets  for  manufactured  goods.  The  Gfeen 
River  project  must  be  completed  by  that  time 
to  make  new  room  for  the  industry  the  Co¬ 
lumbia  Basin  project  will  invite. 

All  the  various  agencies  that  have  worked  . 
together  toward  this  end  must  continue  and 
redouble  their  efforts  from  this  point  on. 
Here  is  Seattle’s  main  chance  for  industrial 
advancement. 


boys  must  not  be  sent  to  Asia  Minor  to  en¬ 
force  a  travesty  upon  democracy. 

I  hope  you  use  your  influence  to  avoid  these 
great  mistakes. 

With  high  regards  and  esteem,  I  am, 
Faithfully  yours, 

Kenneth  Colegrove, 
Professor  of  Political  Science. 


The  Marshall  plan  is  our  only  alternative 
to  another  war.  Time  is  growing  short.  If 
Europe  is  to  be  saved  from  Russian  aggres¬ 
sion,  the  time  for  action  is  now.  We  hope 
Congress  will  cast  aside  party  politics  and 
partisan  feeling  for  this  one  issue  and  come 
up  with  prompt  and  statesmanlike  action  to 
avert  the  growing  danger  of  a  third  world:  war. 


European  Recovery  Plan 


Palestine  Split  Called  Error 


The  Palestine  Question 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  RALPH  E.  CHURCH 

OF  ILLINOIS 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday,  March  18,  1948 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Speaker,  under 
leave  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Rec¬ 
ord,  I  include  the  following  letter: 

Northwestern  University, 
Evanston,  III.,  March  11,  1948. 
Hon.  Ralph  E.  Church, 

Representative  from  Illinois,  House 
Office  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Ralph  :  I  am  writing  to  urge  that  you 
use  your  influence  in  Congress  to  prevent  a 
blunder  in  the  settlement  of  the  Palestine 
question. 

The  proposed  partition  of  this  nation  by  the 
United  Nations  against  the  will  of  the  Arab 
population  is  one  of  the  most  outstanding 
attacks  upon  the  principles  of  democracy 
that  the  postwar  period  has  seen.  f 

The  United  States  is  constantly  proclaim¬ 
ing  the  merits  of  democracy,  both,  at  home 
and  abroad.  Accordingly,  it  ill  becomes  this 
Nation  to  promote  any  proposals  which  are 
contrary  to  these  principles. 

Democracy  means,  of  course,  rule  by  the 
majority  of  the  people,  together  with  safe¬ 
guards  for  freedom  of  speech,  of  the  press,  of 
religion,  and  the  right  of  opposition  parties 
to  exist.  In  Palestine,  today,  Arabs  number 
at  least  two-thirds  of  the  population.  Thus 
to  thrust  down  their  throats  a  partition  of 
their  country  fs  obviously  a  violation  of  the 
principle  of  rule  by  the  majority. 

By  all  standards  of  Justice  within  the  family 
of  nations,  the  Arabs  of  Palestine  should  have 
been  recognized  as  a  state  in  the  twenties, 
or  at  least  as  early  as  the  recognition  of  Iraq 
in  1930.  To  hold  them  in  pupilage  while  an 
unwelcome  immigration  policy  was  thrust 
upon  them  has  been  an  international  crime. 

Furthermore,  it  would  be  a  grievous  mis¬ 
take  for  the  United  States  to  participate  in 
the  sending  of  American  troops  to  Palestine 
to  enforce  the  proposed  partition.  American 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  GEORGIA  L.  LUSK 

OF  NEW  MEXICO 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday,  March  18,  1948 

Mrs.  LUSK.  Mr.  Speaker,  under  leave 
to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record,  I 
include  the  following  editorial  from  the 
Carlsbad  Current-Argus  for  March  2, 
1948: 

MARSHALL  FLAN 

\  Events  in  Czechoslovakia  and  the  current, 
talk  of  a  Finnish-Russian  pact  of  friendship 
aqd  mutual  assistance  point  up  more  sharply 
than  ever  before  the  need  for  speed  and  posi¬ 
tive  action  on  the  Marshall  plan  to  aid  Eu¬ 
rope.  \ 

The  events  of  the  past  2  weeks  have  a  dis¬ 
turbingly’^  familiar  look.  They  tend  to  show 
the  developing  pattern  of  World  War  III,  and 
so  far  it  is  Soviet  Russia  that  has  been  the 
architect  of  that  pattern.  As  a  result,  Soviet 
aggression  has  encompassed  an  area  much 
larger  than  that 'which  was  taken  by  Adolf 
Hitler  at  the  height  of  his  power. 

It  is  evident  that  Russian  aggression  must 
somehow  be  stopped*^  short  of  war  itself. 
The  Marshall  plan/  as  Senator  Vandenberg 
pointed  out  to  the  Senate^  yesterday,  offers  a 
method  by  which  aggressive  communism  may 
be  halted  in  western  Europe.  Marshall  plan 
funds  can  do  much  to  alleviate  the  misery 
and  economic  difficulty  in  which  the  numer¬ 
ous  western  European  nations  find  them¬ 
selves  today.  Communism  thrives  bn  despair 
and  hunger,  and  desperate  people  of .  all  na¬ 
tionalities  will  embrace  it  when  nothing  else 
offers  them  hope. 

Objectors  point  to  the  cost  of  the  Marshall 
plan.  They  tell  us  the  billions  of  dollars  we 


[an 

•are  about  to  expend  on  Europe  will  place  too 
great  a  strain  upon  our  own  economy.  Henry  but  upon  all  the  western  powers  involved, 
J.  Taylor,  writing  in  the  Cosmopolitan  maga-  '^ne  declared. 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  LAWRENCE  H.  SMITH 

OF  WISCONSIN 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday,  March  16,  1948 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Speaker,  Mrs.  Ruth  Colby,  representing 
the  International  Union  for  Child  Wel¬ 
fare,  on  March  5,  in  an  address  at  Mil¬ 
waukee,  Wis.,  called  the  partitioning  of 
Palestine  one  of  the  most  serious  political 
mistakes  in  our  history.  Under  leave 
to  extend  my  remarks,  I  am  including 
the  article  which  appeared  in  the  Mil¬ 
waukee  Journal  for  March  5: 

Palestine  Split  Called  Error — Woman  Warns 
United  States 

Calling  the  partitioning  of  Palestine  one  of 
the  most  serious  political  mistakes  in  our 
history,  Mrs.  Ruth  Gabe  Colby,  representing 
the  International  Union  for  Child  Welfare, 
Thursday  warned  that  the  United  States  was 
alienating  not  only  60,000,000  Arabs  but  the 
entire  Moslem  world.  Mrs.  Colby  had  re¬ 
turned  Tuesday  to  her  home  in  St.  Paul, 
Minn.,  after  an  8-month  tour  to  study  the 
health  of  children  in  Europe,  the  Near  East, 
and  the  Far  East.  She  had  been  a  consultant 
at  the  San  Francisco  Conference  of  the  United 
Nations. 

In  an  interview  preceding  her  talk  before 
the  Wauwatosa  Woman’s  Club,  she  urged  re¬ 
versal  of  the  United  Nations  decision  to  par¬ 
tition  Palestine  and  asked  for  the  immediate 
passage  of  the  Stratton  bill,  which  would 
allow  4.00,000  displaced  persons  to  enter  the 
United  States  in  the  next  4  years. 

NO  SOLUTION,  SHE  SAYS 

“Partitioning  Palestine  is  no  solution,  for 
if  we  attempt  to  enforce  it  we  will  bring 
disaster  not  only  to  the  Arabs  and  the  Jews 


zine,  says  the  price  tag  on  the  Marshall  plan 
is  $17,000,000,000,  which  means  an  annual 
load  of  $862  for  every  American  family  by 
1951.  Says  he: 

“The  Marshall  plan  now  in  debate  in  Con¬ 
gress  means — free  to  Europe — 13,200  train¬ 
loads  of  coal,  11,800  trainloads  of  grains,  10,- 
200  trainloads  of  meat,  4,900  trainloads  of 
steel  in  the  equivalent  of  steel  ingots,  4,100 
trainloads  of  fats  and  oils,  3,700  trainloads  of 
sugar,  1,500  trainloads  of  cotton,  152,000 
trucks,  26,000  freight  cars,  200  more  mer¬ 
chant  ships  in  addition  to  the  800  we  have 
already  given  away. 

“It  means  $500,000,000  in  free  American 
electrical  equipment,  everything  from  power¬ 
houses  to  punch  drills;  another  $500,000,000 
in  new  American  oil  refineries  and  pipe  lines; 
$400,000,000  worth  of  American  steel  plants; 
$2,200,000  in  oil,  gasoline,  and  grease  to  be 
shipped  free;  $1,200,000,000  in  iron  and  steel. 
Countless  thousands  of  other  items  are  in¬ 
volved.  The  shipments  would  begin  at 
once  *  *  *” 

This  may  be  true,  but  it  is  certain  that 
the  cost  of  European  aid  will  nowhere  come 
near  the  cost  of  another  war  in  the  appalling 
destruction  of  human  life  and  property. 


“There  is  still  time  to  avert  disaster  if  the 
UN  will  reverse  its  decision.  If  partitioning 
goes  .through,  at  least  8  or  10  nations  will 
withdraw  from  membership,  and  the  Secu¬ 
rity  Cotincil  will  be  faced  with  the  unpopular 
if  not  impossible  task  of  raising  an  army  for 
Palestine.’* 

Mrs.  Colby  emphasized  that  there  was  no 
mistaking  the. intention  of  Arab  leaders  “to 
fight  to  the  last  man.”  Their  hope  of  keep¬ 
ing  the  conflict’bocal  has  little  chance,  as 
Russia  is  eagerly  waiting  to  send  in  troops, 
she  said. 

According  to  Mrs.  Colby,  the  Jews  have 
been  misled  to  believe  that  only  in  Palestine 
lies  an  opportunity  for  freedom  from  perse¬ 
cution.  The  tragedy  of  Zionism  is  that  it 
wrongs  not  only  the  Arab  .^people  but  the 
Jews  as  well,  she  said. 

IMPROVEMENT  FOR  CHILDREN 

Conditions  for  children  have  improved 
greatly  in  Palestine,  Mrs.  Colby  reported. 
She  contended  that  these  efforts  should  not 
be  lost  through  the  “outrageous  demands 
of  one  people  for  absolute  sovereignty  in  a 
land  which  belongs  to  another  people.” 

Before  returning  to  the  United  States,  Mrs. 
Colby  stopped  in  India. 
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She  said  that  the  tragedy  of  India  was  the 
direct  result  of  the  partition  and  was  similar 
to  the  situation  in  Palestine. 

Mrs.  Colby  asked  that  club  women  write 
their  Congressmen  urging  them  to  back  the 
Stratton  bill,  that  they  write  to  Secretary 
Marshall  asking  that  the  State  Department 
reverse  its  decision  on  Palestine  and  that  they 
concern  themselves  more  actively  with  the 
problems  of  suffering  children  abroad. 


Strike  of  Cafeteria  Workers’  Union  Should 

Be  Wound  Up  by  Forcing  GSI  To  Yield 

to  Common  Sense 
1  < _ 

EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  ARTHUR  G.  KLEIN 

1  OF  NEW  YORK 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday,  March  18,  1948 

Mr.  KLEIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  morn¬ 
ing’s  Washington  Post  has  a  pointed  edi¬ 
torial  on  the  strike  of  an  all-Negro  union 
against  Government  Services,  Inc.,  which 
I  want  to  endorse,  underscore,  and  insert 
In  the  Record  under  leave. 

The  kindest  thing  I  can  find  to  say 
about  the  attitude  of  the  quasi-Govern- 
ment  corporation,  GSI,  is  that  their  sur¬ 
render  to  the  union-busting  tactics  of  the 
majority  party  of  this  Congress  is  in¬ 
congruous  with  tlieir  position  of  trust. 

All  the  trustees  of  GSI  are  Federal 
officials.  It  is  their  duty  to  make  sure 
that  the  workers  of  the  cafeteria  have 
incomes  and  working  conditions  which 
can  establish  a  decent  American  level  of 
living.  As  I  read  the  record,  they 
have  flagrantly  failed  to  do  so,  and  have 
lent  themselves  to  a  reprehensible  union¬ 
breaking,  wage-depressing  campaign 
more  than  faintly  tinged  with  race  bias. 
It  is  time,  as  the  Posttsays,  to  wind  it 
up,  and  I  pledge  to  do  everything  I  can 
to  that  end. 

The  editorial  follows:  .  i 

WIND  IT  UP' 

It  Is  utterly  absurd  that  after  nearly  11 
weeks  of  bickering  the  Federal  Government 
should  still  be  unable  to  settle  a  strike  in 
its  own  cafeterias  involving’  a  quasi-govern- 
mental  corporation.  Yet  this  is  abundantly 
the  case  in  the  dispute/between  the  CIO 
Cafeteria  and  Restaurant  Workers  and  Gov¬ 
ernment  Services,  Inc./  Furthermore,  it  is 
not  the  wholly  private  party,  in  this  in¬ 
stance  the  union,  but  the  corporation  run 
by  Government  employees,  that  is  now  hold¬ 
ing  up  settlement.  /  GSI  has  turned  down 
flatly  a  compromis/proposed  by  Federal  Con¬ 
ciliator  George  E.  Strong,  which  was  ac¬ 
cepted  by  the  unjbn  and  was  termed  “reason¬ 
able”  by  Federal  Works  Administrator  Flem¬ 
ing,  in  whose/bailiwick  the  cafeterias  fall. 
Thus  there  is/ the  ludicrous  spectacle  of  an 
organization/chartered  by  the  Government 
to  serve  Government  workers  flouting  the 
expressed  dfesire  of  President  Truman  to  end 
the  strike;  and  rendering  fruitless  nearly  a 
month  of  intensive  effort  by  a  Government- 
appointed  conciliator. 

Genefal  Fleming  has  taken  the  logical 
course  in  serving  notice  that  he  may  have 
to  effd  the  GSI  contract  and  provide  for 
actual  governmental  operation  of  the  42  cafe¬ 
terias  in  question.  For  a  recalcitrant  cor¬ 
poration  should  not  be  permitted  any  more 
than  a  recalcitrant  union  to  thwart  the  needs 
of  F,.deral  employees  for  adequate  cafeteria 
serv.ce.  There  are  many  ways  in  which  GSn 


could  be  replaced,  though,  undoubtedly,  there 
would  be  some  technicalities  as  to  disposition 
of  GSI  property  in  which  the  Governr/ent 
has  an  interest.  One  such  means  woufd  be 
a  new  Government  corporation  specifically 
established  by  Congress  to  run  Federal  cafe¬ 
terias.  This,  however,  would  take  time,  and 
a  simpler  way  might  be  merely  to  accept  bids 
from  private  companies,  several  /of  which 
have  indicated  their  conviction^  that  they 
could  perform  GSI's  cafeteria  functions  more 
economically  and  efficiently.  Perhaps  the 
serious  possibility  of  competition  is  precisely 
what  is  needed  to  bring  GSI  off  its  high 
horse.  / 


Soil-Conservation  Activities  of  the  Texas 
Extension  Service 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  OLIN  E.  TEAGUE 

OF  TEXAS 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday,  March  18,  1948 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  Mr.  Speaker,  under 
leave  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Rec¬ 
ord,  I  wish  to  include  a  letter  from  Dr. 
Ide  P.  Trotter,  director  of  the  Texas 
Extension  Service,  together  with  other 
information  about  the  early  activities  of 
both  the  research  and  extension  division 
of  the  A.  &  M.  College  of  Texas  regard¬ 
ing  soil  conservation  work.  Dr.  Trot¬ 
ter  advises  me  that  in  the  1920’s  these 
field  workers  of  the  Extension  Service 
were  referred  to  by  farmers  more  often 
as  terracing  agents  than  they  were  as 
county  agents. 

The  matter  referred  to  follows:  . 

United  States  Department 

of  Agriculture, 

Washington,  DC.,  March  17,  1948. 
Hon.  Olin  E.  Teague, 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Congressman  Teague:  We  are  happy 
to  have  your  letter  of  March  15,  in  which 
you  inquire  about  the  early  activities  of  both 
the  research  and  extension  divisions  of  the 
A.  and  M.  College  of  Texas  in  connection 
with  soil -conservation  work.  Three  of  the 
enclosures  described  below  are  copies  of 
some  of  the  reports  and  publicity  which 
describe  briefly  the  early  pioneering  in  soil 
conservation  work  done  by  the  A.  and  M. 
College  of  Texas.  They  will  give  you  a  very 
good  picture  of  the  work  done  prior  to  1933 
in  both  research  and  extension.  The  main 
enclosures  accompanying  this  letter  are: 

1.  A  brief  history  of  soil  conservation  ac¬ 
tivities  of  the  Texas  extension  service  prior  to 
1933,  by  M.  R.  Bentley,  former  extension  farm 
engineer. 

2.  A  copy  of  an  article  by  Paul  Franke 
which  was  carried  in  the  Acco  Press  of  March 
1929. 

3.  A  copy  of  an  article  from  the  September 
1937  issue  of  the  Texas  Extension  Farm  News. 

Since  you  inquired  about  the  early  work 
primarily,  I  am  not  including  any  data  or 
material  relating  to  similar  work  done  in  soil 
conservation  during  the  past  15  years.  How¬ 
ever,  I  may  say  that  the  care  and  conserva¬ 
tion  of  our  soil  has  always  been  and  still  is  a 
very  vital  part  of  our  entire  extension  pro¬ 
gram.  We  are  cooperating  to  the  maximum 
with  all  farm  organizations'and  with  State 
and  Federal  agencies  which  are  interested  in 
such  programs. 

Texas  county  extension  agents  have  played 
a  major  role  in  the  organization  of  soil  con¬ 
servation  districts  and  have  cooperated  in 
doing  so  with  the  Texas  soil  conservation 


board.  When  organization  has  been  com¬ 
pleted  the  county  extension  agents  continue 
to  work  closely  with  the  supervisors  in  the 
planning  and  carrying  out  of  the  district 
conservation  programs. 

We  will  be  happy  to  give  you  any  additional 
information  you  may  desire.  Please  do  not 
hesitate  to  call  on  us. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Ide  P.  Trotter, 

Director,  Texas  Extension  Service. 
_ 

Farm  Terracing  History 

(By  M.  R.  Bentley,  Extension  agricultural 
engineer) 

During  the  30-year  period  preceding  1910 
numerous  fields,  especially  in  East  Texas, 
were  terraoed  by  farmers  who  moved  to 
Texas  from  the  Southeastern  States.  After 
the  beginning  of  the  farmer’s  cooperative 
demonstration  work  in  1903,  up  to  about  1911, 
the  field  agents  gave  a  few  demonstrations  of 
farm  terracing,  using  the  work  of  a  few  pio¬ 
neering  farmers  as  a  guide  to  the  methods  of 
terracing.  In  1911  an  act  of  the  State  legis¬ 
lature  provided  the  services  of  an  engineer, 
employed  in  the  civil  engineering  department 
of  the  college,  to  spend  one-half  of  his  time 
demonstrating  tertacing  to  farmers  over  the 
State  while  the  other  half  of  his  time  was 
devoted  to  teaching  terracing  at  the  college. 
At  about  the  same  time  an  agent  of  the 
farmer's  cooperative  demonstration  work  was 
sent  to  Mississippi  to  learn  the  best  methods 
of  terracing  for  the  purpose  of  instructing 
other  farm  demonstration  agents  about  ter¬ 
racing. 

The  first  Texas  bulletin  on  farm  terrac¬ 
ing  was  published  in  August  1912,  with  R.  B. 
Pearce,  instructor  in  farm  terracing  in  the 
division  of  highway  and  rural  engineering 
of  the  college,  as  the  author. 

With  the  official  joining  of  the  farmer's  co¬ 
operative  demonstration  work  with  the  A. 
and  M.  College  in  1914,  a  terracing  specialist 
was  employed  to  assist  county  agents  with 
terracing  demonstrations  over  the  State. 
Since  1914,  a  terracing  specialist,  now  called 
extension  agricultural  engineer,  has  ~  been 
employed  by  the  extension  service  of  the 
A.  and  M.  College  to  assist  with  the  terrac¬ 
ing  program. 

Since  the  earliest  participsftion  of  the  col¬ 
lege  in  terracing  work  in  1912,  it  has  been 
closely  allied  with  all  progress  in  terracing 
work  both  with  reference  to  the  amount  of 
work  done  as  well  as  to  the  methods  and 
standards  adopted.  The  first  available  record 
of  the  acreage  of  land  terraced  per  year  is 
for  the  year  1916.  Since  then  an  estimate  of 
the  acreage  terraced  per  year  has  been  made. 

Acreage  terraced,  or  contoured  each  year  in 
Texas  from  1916  to  the  present 


1916  -  56, 486 

1917  -  130,  930 

1918  -  239,331 

1919  -  120,966 

1920  - 91,035 

1921  -  130,362 

1922.. -  185,  095 

1923  -  230,  520 

1924  -  318,  950 

1925  -  409, 745 

1926  -  419,  375 

1927  -  494, 093 

1928__'_ - i _  552,  022 

1929  - • - ....  609,  055 

1930  -  925,450 

1931  -  1,031,883 

1932  -  618,423 

1933. - -  604,  386 


Grand  total  through  1933..  7, 168,  177 
Note. — These  figures  are  necessarily  only 
estimates  and  quite  likely  there  are  some 
duplications.  On  the  other  hand,  each  year 
terracing  is  done  in  some  counties  having 
no  county  agents  to  report  estimates,  which 
to  some  extent  will  offset  probable  excesses 
in  estimates  due  to  reporting  the  reterracing 
of  some  areas. 
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Some  terracing  has  been  done  in  221  of 
the  264  counties  of  Texas.  Without  refer¬ 
ring  to  the  records  of  the  teaching  depart¬ 
ments  of  the  college,  I  believe  that  since 
the  special  provision  of  the  legislature  in 
1911  for  the  teaching  of  terracing  in  the 
college,  that  some  kind  of  a  course  in  ter¬ 
racing  has  been  available  to  students  ever 
since. 

On  the  A.  and  M.  college  property,  terraces 
were  built  on  the  animal-husbandry  farm 
east  of  the  old  horse  barn  (the  site  now  oc¬ 
cupied  by  the  Administration  Building)  in 
January  of  1916.  This  was  probably  the  first 
terracing  of  any  of  the  college  farm.  Other 
fields  and  pastures  of  the  college  land  have 
since  been  terraced  from  time  to  time  until 
now  much  of  the  original  college  farm  has 
been  terraced. 

Down  the  Brazos  to  the  Sea 
(By  Paul  Franke) 

All  along  the  Brazos  Valley  the  word  is 
passed,  “Get  out  of  the  bottoms;  the  river 
is  over  the  levee.”  The  message  electrifies 
the  countryside.  Everywhere  there  is  gross 
disorder.  Hurriedly  things  are  staked  down; 
an  attempt  is  made  to  round  up  the  live¬ 
stock;  a  last  minute  scramble  for  val¬ 
uables.  *  *  »  Then  the  water  comes. 

Trees  crash.  The  torrent  growls.  A  house 
floats  by  *  *  *.  And  again  an  angry, 

swollen  river  has  taken  its  toll  of  promising 
field  crops,  of  hopelessly  disorganized  plan¬ 
tations,  of  drowned  livestock,  of  tenants  miss¬ 
ing  in  the  flood.  *  *  * 

It  is  summer.  A  prolonged  drouth  has 
Wilted  the  crops  in  the  upper  watershed  of 
the  Brazos  to  a  lifeless  yellow.  Everything 
is  parched.  *  *  *  At  last  comes  a  wel¬ 

come  rain — a  hard,  driving  rain  of  over  an 
inches.  Everyone  is  jubilant  because  now 
the  thirsty  soil  will  be  saturated.  *  *  * 

But  upon  examination  it  is  found  that 
moisture  has  penetrated  the  ground  only  a 
few  inches.  “I  thought  that  was  a  heavy 
rain,”  everyone  says.  "Where  did  all  the 
water  go?”  they  ask.  It  went  down  the 
Brazos  to  the  sea  at  the  rate  of  10,000  cubic 
feet  per  second  valued  (according  to  Cali¬ 
fornia  and  Texas  irrigation  estimates)  at 
the  astounding  sum  of  $1,300,000,000  an¬ 
nually.  *  *  * 

A  farmer  is  looking  over  his  farm  in  West 
Texas.  He  notices  that  even  his  gentlest 
slopes  are  creased  with  deep  gullies.  “I’m 
going  to  have  to  do  something  about  those,” 
he  observes.  “They’re  getting  deeper  every 
year.  Looks  like  a  good  bit-of  dirt  is  washed 
away  With  each  rain.”  It  is;  a  lot  more, 
in  fact,  than  he  realizes.  If  all  the  top-soil 
that  each  year  washes  down  all  the  rivers  of 
Texas  could  be  recovered,  there  would  be 
enough  to  cover  120,000  acres  1  foot  deep. 

All  these  things  had  long  been  known  to 
A.  B.  Conner,  director,  Texas  Agricultural  Ex¬ 
periment  Station.  And,  what  was  more,  the 
situation  seemed  to  be  getting  worse.  A 
prominent  Brazos  County  farmer  and  mer¬ 
chant  is  reported  recently  to  have  told  this- 
story  at  a  banquet:  “I  have  operated  the  same 
Brazos  Valley  farm  for  25  years  that  my 
father  before  me  farmed  for  30  years.  Al¬ 
though  I  believe  I  am  a  better  farmer  than 
he  was,  I  lost  money  where  ho  made  money. 
The  reason,  gentlemen,  is  that  he  suffered 
only  three  floods  in  30  years  as  compared  to 
15  in  my  25  years.” 

Why  this  increase?  The  yearly  records  of 
rainfall  show  no  trend  of  change  in  precipi¬ 
tation.  That  can  leave  but  one  answer:  The 
water  now  comes  down  the  river  faster  than 
it  did  in  former  years;  and  the  reason  it  does 
is  due  to  deforestation  and  cultivation  of  the 
great  grasslands  of  the  upper  watershed — 
those  obstacles  designed  by  Nature  to  check 
the  rush  of  water. 

Why  not  build  great  dams  and  reservoirs, 
students  of  the  situation  argued,  that  would 


not  only  hold  the  water  in  check  but  also 
leave  it  available  for  return  to  the  farmer  via 
the  irrigation  ditch? 

Why  not,  countered  Mr.  Conner,  go  a  step 
closer  home  and  hold  the  rainfall  on  the  land 
to  begin  with?  Why  give  it  away  and  then 
buy  it  back?  A  plausible  idea. 

But  Mr.  Conner  is  a  practical  scientist,  not 
a  theorist.  He  wants  to  know  the  how  and 
why  of  things  by  actual  test  and  not  by  sup¬ 
position.  So  he  decided  to  start  a  series  of 
soil-erosion  and  water-conservation  experi¬ 
ments  in  order  to  arrive  definitely  at  the  fact 
of  the  matter. 

For  a  time  he  was  hampered  by  lack  of 
funds,  but  finally,  when  he  found  available 
for  his  use  a  scant  $15,000,  he  set  out  to  the 
Spur  substation  to  work  out  the  details  of 
the  experiment  with  R.  E.  Dickson,  his  super¬ 
intendent  there. 

Upon  investigation  he  and  Mr.  Dickson  dis¬ 
covered  that,  as  far  as  they  knew,  no  such 
experiments  had  ever  been  attempted  before. 
All  the  information  of  value  they  were  able 
to  assemble  was  got  from  certain  terracing 
experiments  that  had  been  conducted  in 
North  Carolina  and  Missouri. 

With  practically  nothing  to  guide  them, 
they  bought  the  most  modern  and  accurate 
of  weather  and  water-measuring  instruments 
and  went  to  work.  That  was  in  1926. 

Two  types  of  experiments  were  decided 
upon:  One,  to  determine  the  amount  of  wa¬ 
ter  run-off  and  soil  erosion;  the  other,  to  find 
out  the  effect  of  water  conservation  on  grow¬ 
ing  crops. 

The  equipment  for  the  first  consisted  of  a 
number  of  small  control  plats  of  one-twen¬ 
tieth  of  an  acre  area,  graded  to  varying  slopes 
(level,  1,  2,  and  3  percent  fall),  and  planted 
to  different  crops  and  grass  or  left  fallow. 
At  the  lower  end  of  each  plat  was  a  covered 
concrete  pit  into  which  the  water  and  silt 
could  wash,  so  that  after  each  rain  the  run¬ 
off  could  be  measured  and  the  silt  oven-dried 
and  weighed. 

The  results  were  astonishing.  They  showed 
that  at  the  end  of  the  first  year,  during  which 
time  25.30  inches  of  rain  had  fallen,  that  on 
a  barren  and  uncultivated  plat  with  a  slope 
of  2  feet  per  hundred  the  washing  of  oven- 
dried  soil  was  41  tons  per  acre.  Other  plats 
eroded  to  a  lesser  degree,  depending  upon  the 
crop;  grass  lost  the  least,  11  tons. 

During  this  same  period  the  water  run-off’ 
on  the  naked  plat  was  computed  to  be  44  per¬ 
cent,  or  11  inches,  which  is  in  itself  almost 
sufficient  to  grow  a  crop  of  milo  in  west  Texas. 
During  one  exceptionally  hard  rain  of  1.6 
inches,  on  July  9,  the  run-off  loss  ranged  on 
the  different  plats  from  85  to  93  percent, 
leaving  a  moisture  in  the  sojl  of  less  than 
one-fourth  of  an  inch.  When  it  is  considered 
that  25  percent  of  the  rainfall  in  west  Texas 
comes  in  scattered  showers  and  is  therefore 
lost  by  evaporation,  the  significance  of  this 
run-off  becomes  more  apparent. 

The  second  set  of  experiments  were  car¬ 
ried  on  in  a  150-acre  cotton  patch  divided 
into  field  plats  of  10  acres  each.  On  these 
plats  various  obstacles  (pontour  rows,  ter¬ 
races  of  different  fall,  and  dikes)  were  con¬ 
structed  to  determine  the  best  way  of  holding 
the  water  and  the  subsequent  effect  on  the 
yield  of  crops. 

The  results  here  were  as  surprising  as  those 
of  the  control  plats.  They  disclosed  that  the 
rainfall  could  be  completely  retained  and 
that  on  plats  that  were  contour  terraced  and 
surrounded  by  dikes  the  yield  was  increased 
by  283  pounds  of  lint  cotton  per  acre  or  40 
percent  over  the  plats  with  no  terraces  and 
With  rows  running  downhill. 

Innumerable  details  and  figures  have  been 
purposely  omitted  from  this  article  to  pre¬ 
vent  its  becoming  too  technical  and  unread¬ 
able.  Only  the  high  points  of  the  experi¬ 
ments  were  touched  upon;  only  the  widest 
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contrasts  drawn.  Though  the  startling  facts 
unearthed  by  Mr.  Conner  and  his  associates 
are  valuable  in  the  extreme,  they  are  as  yet 
incomplete  because  they  have  not  been  car¬ 
ried  over  a  sufficient  period  of  years  to  strike 
accurate  conclusions. 

They  have,  however,  definitely  established 
that: 

1.  Enormous  quantities  of  valuable  water 
runs  off  the  lands  of  west  Texas  with  each 
rain. 

2.  That  this  water  is  of  sufficient  quantity 
to  cause  serious  flood  damage  along  the 
major  streams  . 

3.  That  an  unwarranted  amount  of  sheet 
washing  is  rapidly  wasting  our  land. 

4.  That  this  erosion  carries  with  it  a  real 
danger  of  causing  serious  silting  trouble  in 
the  larger  rivers. 

5.  That  erosion  and  water  run-off  can  be 
controlled  to  the  benefit  of  the  upper  water¬ 
shed  and  lower  river  bottom  alike. 

As  the  Associated  Press  sees  it,  Mr.  Conner 
and  his  staff  have  taken  a  decided  step  for¬ 
ward  in  the  conservation  of  the  two  very 
vital  resources  of  agriculture — moisture  and 
soil.  It  is  distinctly  a  feather  in  the  hat  of 
the  Texas  Agricultural  Experiment  Station. 

Appreciation  is  also  due  Congressman 
James  P.  Buchanan,  of  Brenham,  whose  in¬ 
fluence  was  largely  responsible  for  the  pass- 
sage  of  a  bill  in  Congress  creating  a  Federal 
appropriation  of  $160,000  for  the  carrying  on 
of  this  noteworthy  work.  We  understand 
from  reliable  sources  that  two  more  experi¬ 
ments  (one  in  the  Gulf  coast  section,  the 
other  in  east  Texas)  are  to  be  conducted  in 
this  State. 

With  stations  established  in  the  principal 
soil  regions  of  the  country,  studying  and 
testing  different  terraces,  cropping  systems 
and  other  practices  necessary  to  hold  the 
water  and  the  fertility  on  the  land,  the 
farmer,  wherever  he  may  be,  will  have  avail¬ 
able  a  store  of  information  to  more  intelli¬ 
gently  and  profitably  guide  him  in  his  farm¬ 
ing  operations. 

[From  Extension  Service  Farm  News,  College 
Station,  Tex.,  September  1937 
Argument  Started  Conservation  Program, 
Says  Dickson 

On  a  very  hot  day  in  July  1925  there  was  a 
heated  discussion  between  18  county  agri¬ 
cultural  agents  who  were  gathered  together 
on  the  W.  F.  Shugart  farm  8  miles  west  of 
Spur,  Tex.  The  discussion  was  led  by  John 
T.  Eagan  who,  at  that  time,  was  an  extension- 
district  agent  of  a  group  of  counties  in  the 
lower  plains  region.  There  was  not  a  man 
present  who  would  have  predicted  that  the 
discussion  would  set  in  motion  the  national 
soil  and  water  conservation  program  that  is 
now  sweeping  the  country. 
agents  discussed  types  op  terraces  needed 

The  subject  for  that  discussion  centered 
around  the  type  of  terraces  needed  in  North¬ 
west  Texas.  No  two  agents  had  the  same  idea 
of  terrace  construction,  but  nearly  all  of  them 
did  agree  that  terraces,  in  order  to  be  satis¬ 
factory,  had  to  give  off  an  orderly  discharge 
of  water. 

There  were  two  individuals  in  the  group 
who  were  difficult  to  convince  because  they 
had  their  own  definite  ideas  both  in  what 
they  had  to  say  and  the  things  they  were 
doing  in  their  own  counties.  Ed.  L.  Tanner  of 
Fisher  county  and  John  Carmichael  of  Scurry 
county  were  building  level  terraces.  Tan¬ 
ner  had  built  level  terraces  around  sandy 
knolls  in  his  county  that  had  held  all  of  the 
water.  They  were  complete  rings  around 
the  hills,  and  as  he  expressed  it  at  the  meet¬ 
ing,  “The  water  goes  into  the  ground  instead 
of  over  the  top  of  the  terrace.”  This  state¬ 
ment  brought  long,  loud  laughter,  and  the 
fight  was  on. 
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DISCUSSION  BECAME  OVERHEATED 

The  discussion  on  correct  terracing  prac¬ 
tices  became  overheated.  John  T.  Eagan 
turned  to  a  representative  of  the  Texas  Ex¬ 
periment  Station,  an  innocent  bystander,  and 
asked,  “Why  can’t  the  experiment  stations  get 
this  Information  for  us?” 

A  conference  was  held  at  College  Station 
2  weeks  later  at  the  time  of  the  annual 
farmer’s  short  course  with  A.  B.  Conner,  di¬ 
rector  of  the  Texas  Experiment  Station,  pre¬ 
siding.  Plans  were  made  to  secure  the  infor¬ 
mation  requested  by  Eagan  and  his  18  county 
agricultural  agents. 

RESEARCH  AND  EXTENSION  WORK  ARE  NOT  NEW 

This  was  not  the  beginning  of  terracing; 
it  was  not  the  beginning  of  research.  His¬ 
tory  of  ancient  agriculture  reveals  that  both 
research  and  extension  work  date  back  to  pre¬ 
historic  days.  With  thousands  of  trained 
men  working  on  the  various  phases  of  the 
problem  of  soil  and  water  conservation  today, 
little  is  being  revealed  that  was  not  recorded 
in  history,  although  much  was  temporarily 
forgotten.  It  was  the  new  start  on  the  old 
problem,  however,  that  has  carried  through 
until  it  now  touches  practically  every  Amer¬ 
ican  farmer,  and  is  recognized  by  people  in 
all  walks  of  life  as  one  of  the  most  vital 
problems  confronting  the  Nation. 

The  information  secured  by  the  Experi¬ 
ment  Station  during  the  first  2  years,  1926 
and  1927,  was  startling.  It  was  evident  that 
much  could  be  done,  not  only  in  the  con¬ 
servation  of  soil  but  in  the  practical  use  of 
rain  water  as  well.  Erosion  came  to  a  stand¬ 
still  under  certain  field  practices,  and  crop 
yields  went  skyward.  The  largest  rainfall  in 
the  history  of  the  station  occurred  in  1926. 
All  the  water  that  fell  on  closed  level  terraces 
was  soaked  into  the  ground.  Increased  yields 
were  noted  not  only  during  1926  but  in  the 
comparatively  dry  year  of  1927. 

LARGEST  COTTON  YIELDS  NOT  MADE  IN  WET  YEARS 

Statistics  recorded  at  the  Spur  experiment 
station  during  the  past  20  years  show  that 
the  largest  cotton  yields  have  been  made  in 
years  following  wet  years,  not  in  the  wet 
years  themselves.  This  information,  to¬ 
gether  with  data  secured  from  the  control 
plats  and  field  areas,  all  points  definitely  to 
the  benefits  to  be  derived  from  the  storing  of 
large  amounts  of  water  in  the  ground  many 
months  before  it  is  to  be' used  by  the  grow¬ 
ing  crops.  Rains  during  the  growing  period 
of  crops  are  too  frequently  accompanied  or 
followed  by  Insect  depredations,  excessive 
plant  growth,  vigorous  weed  growth,  exces¬ 
sive  costs  of  operation,  and  hail  damage. 
Too  much  emphasis  cannot  be  placed  on  the 
value  of  preseasonal  storage  of  water  in  the 
soil. 

BUCHANAN  SHOWED  INTEREST  IN  RESULTS 

The  story  of  the  experiment  station  find¬ 
ings  was  told  throughout  Texas  wherever  a 
group  interested  in  farming  was  gathered. 
One  who  showed  a  great  interest  in  the  re¬ 
sults  was  Congressman  J.  P.  Buchanan,  a 
good  friend  of  the  A.  and  M.  College,  and  a 
man  enthusiastically  interested  in  Texas  ag¬ 
riculture. 

APPROPRIATIONS  INCREASED  AND  WORK 
PROGRESSED 

In  talking  with  Director  Conner,  Buchanan 
became  convinced  that  the  same  studies  that 
were  proving  so  worthwhile  for  Texas  would 
be  of  value  to  the  whole  country.  He  intro¬ 
duced  a  bill  into  the  National  Congress  in 
1928  which  carried  an  appropriation  of  $165,- 
000  to  establish  experiment  stations  at  sev¬ 
eral  places  in  the  United  States  similar  to 
the  ones  in  Texas.  These  funds  were  al¬ 
lotted  to  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  and  Soils, 
Bureau  of  Public  Roads,  and  the  Forestry 
Service.  Cooperative  work  was  done  between 
the  three  divisions. 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— APPENDIX 

Preserve  Our  Railroads  for  Peace 
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EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  GEORGE  H.  BENDER 

OF  OHIO 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday,  March  17,  1948 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  under 
permission  previously  granted  me,  I 
should  like  to  have  inserted  in  the  Rec¬ 
ord,  the  following  speech  given  by  Mr. 
Robert  R.  Young  at  the  first  anniversary 
dinner  of  the  Federation  for  Railway 
Progress,  on  February  24,  1948,  at  the 
Waldorf-Astoria  Hotel  in  New  York: 

In  celebrating  this  first  birthday  of  the 
Federation  for  Railway  Progress,  let  it  be 
solemnly  noted  that  in  this  atomic  age  the 
railroads  may  mean  more  to  the  Nation’s 
safety  than  either  ouyArmy  or  Navy. 

If  we  play  our  cards  right,  we  need  never 
have  another  war.  But  the  fact  remains 
that  twice  before  we  started  moving  toward 
distant  war  and  both  times  we  got  there. 

In  the  Civil  War  we  learned  at  first  hand 
that  war  is  hell.  This  time  we  will  not  only 
learn  that  war  is  hell  but  that  hell  is  thor¬ 
oughly  up  to  date.  Unfortunately,  our  rail¬ 
roads  are  not. 

City  or  hamlet,  we  are  fed  and  warmed  by 
the  daily  flow  of  freight  cars.  Drop  10 
bombs  on  Russia  and  90  percent  of  her  far- 
flung  population  would  go  on  about  their 
everyday  business  unaffected  and  unaware. 
Let  10  railroad  centers  in  America  suffer  the 
same  fate  and  the  hungry  and  panic-stricken 
will  descend  upon  our  farms  and  villages 
like  a  cloud  of  locusts. 

Why  then  have  our  railroads,  the  backbone 
of  our  military  might,  been  allowed  to  de-  1 
cay?  Shippers  of  lumber  and  grain  even,'' 
now  are  unable  to  get  cars  when  needed'. 
Scarcity  and  price  rises  result.  .  / 

Twenty  years  ago  when  we  were  a  much 
smaller  Nation  and  without  far-reaching 
obligations,  we  had  over  2,000,000  freight 
cars.  Now  we  have  only  three-quarters  as 
many.  Some  are  over  40  years  old.  How 
good  is  any  machine  after  40  years  of  daily 
use?  / 

With  passenger  cars  the  situation  is  as 
bad.  Twenty  years  ago  we  had  nearly  50,000 
fairly  new  coaches  and  pullmans.  Now  we 
have  little  more  than  half  as  .many.  Some 
are  over  50  years  of  age.  They  were  built 
to  be  junked  long  ago — not,  to  run  on  and 
on  like  the  one  hoss  shay.  / 

Since  1932,  a  new  generation  has  grown 
up  to  be  provided  for  and  in  those  16  years 
our  railroads  have  bought  less  than  200 
new  passenger  cars  a  year — not  one-third 
as  many  as  had  to  be  junked  during  those 
same  years. 

Only  176  passenge/  cars  were  ordered  last 
year  by  all  the  13%!  railroads  in  the  United 
States — an  average' of  less  than  two  for  each 
railroad.  At  this  rate  it  will  take  150  years 
to  replace  the  fleet.  Do  the  railroad  presi¬ 
dents  intend  ji’o  run  these  clanking  cars 
another  150  years? 

Decay  thus  breeds  on  itself,  for  under 
miserly  buying  the  price  of  a  single  Pullman 
car  has  risen,  to  100  times  that  of  an  auto¬ 
mobile.  These  shiftless  buyers  now  refuse 
to  pay  these  prices  so  that  it  is  doubtful  that 
even  176  cars  will  be  ordered  during  this 
current  year. 

The  collapse  of  the  American  rail  passenger 
service  therefore  seems  as  clearly  predictable 
as  the  mortality  tables  of  an  insurance  com¬ 
pany.  Will  that  dread  day  be  a  red-letter 
day  for  some  totalitarian  foe? 

The  Senate  and  House  Military  Affairs  Com¬ 
mittees,  under  Republican  leadership,  know 


the  foregoing  facts  thoroughly.  Yet,  they 
devote  their  time  to  arming  South  Americaji 
revolutionists,  Chinese.  Nationalists,  and  to 
rockets  to  the  moon. 

More  than  3  years  ago,  when  Government 
action  under  the  antitrust  laws  force<f  the 
Pullman  Co.  up  for  sale,  some  of  us'  who 
founded  the  Federation  for  Railway  Progress 
offered  to  buy  it  and  to  replace  every  rolling 
tenement  in  its  fleet  with  new  private  bed¬ 
room  cars  at  a  cost  of  more  than  $500,000,000. 
Such  an  order  would  have  permitted  volume 
production  at  low  cost.  The  railroads  would 
have  had  to  pay  no  more  in  rental  for  the 
new  sleeping-car  equipment  we  offered  than 
they  now  pay  for  the  old.  We  would  have 
promoted  low-cost  travel  on  a  huge  scale. 
Cruise  trains  would  be  makfng  the  rounds  of 
our  national  parks.  Is  it  not  better  to  in¬ 
crease  employment  and  spend  well-earned 
vacations  in  the  culture  and  education  of 
travel  than  to  encourage  idleness  on  relief? 

Our  proposal  was,  nevertheless,  deliberately 
blocked  by  Pullman  and  the  railroads  in 
three-cornered  collaboration  with  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission.  Pullman  has 
long  been  dominated  by  the  J.  P.  Morgan 
bank.  The  president  of  the  Morgan  bank, 
with  all  his  adverse  interests,  also  sits  on  the 
board  of  the  New  York  Central  and  fixes  its 
policies,  Just  as  the  New  York  Central  and 
the  Pennsylvania  in  turn  fix  the  policies  of 
the  Association  of  American  Railroads.  And 
the  Association  of  American  Railroads, 
through  its  great  lobby,  exerts  influence  upqn 
the  appointments,  policies,  and  decisions  of 
the  ICCU' 

Despite  our  far  better  offer,  which  had  the 
sympathy  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States  and  the  friendly  intervention  of  the 
Department  of  Justice,  the  decaying  Pullman 
Cq:  passed  over  into  a  parallel  rut  deeper 
than  ever — into  virtually  the  same  hands 
previously  found  to  have  been  illegally  in 
.'control. 

Yet,  the  ICC  was  created  by  Congress  away 
back  in  1887,  in  the  days  of  Rockefeller  and 
of  secret  rebates,  to  see  that  competition,  as 
guaranteed  by  our  Constitution,  was  pre¬ 
served  in  our  railroads.  That  move  was 
promptly  countered  by  Morgan,  the  elder, 
who  ordered  the  leading  railway  presidents 
into  his  library  and  placed  upon  their  necks 
the  yoke  of  a  secret  agreement  to  eliminate 
competition.  That  struggle  between  the 
people  on  the  one  hand  and  monopoly  on 
the  other  went  on  through  the  decades — 
Morgan  always  winning.  Not  until  1938  was 
the  tide  turned  when  some  of  us  now  in 
the  Federation  for  Railway  Progress  suc¬ 
ceeded  in  establishing  over  the  heads  of  the 
railway  presidents  the  principle  of  competi¬ 
tive  bidding  for  new  issues  of  securities. 
That  broke  the  Morgan  banking  monopoly, 
opened  the  business  up  to  other  bankers 
seeking  to  compete  and  will  go  on  saving 
the  public  and  the .  railroads  hundreds  of 
millions  of  dollars. 

The  strangulation  of  competition,  as  re¬ 
pugnant  to  honest  business  as  it  is  to  the 
people,  endangers  us  in  many  directions. 
For  example,  a  full  quarter  of  all  American 
exports  and  imports  move  through  New  York 
Harbor,  when  other  great  ports  have  been 
made  to  get  along  with  less  than  1  percent. 
This  disproportion  has  continued  through 
two  periods  of  submarine  warfare  as  well  as 
in  peacetime.  During  World  War  I,  New 
York’s  share  of  all  exports  reached  the 
astounding  figure  of  54  percent.  Is  that 
why  transportation  in  that  war  broke  down? 

Is  it  desirable  to  have  25  times  the  con¬ 
centration  of  freight  and  equipment \at  New 
York  as  at  Boston,  Charleston,  or  Savannah 
when  a  single  atomic  bomb  might  put  New 
York  out  of  business?  Does  this  congestion 
in  New  York  stem  directly  from  the  secret 
agreement  entered  Into  back  in  1894  between 
the  Pennsylvania,  and  the  New  York  Central 
to  protect  each  other  in  their  traffic  against 
all  other  railroads?  Was  it  also  this  agree- 
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80th  CONGRESS  ¥  1  n  Hnno 
2d  Session  500j 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

March  19  (legislative  day,  March  15) ,  1948 
Read  twice  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations 


AN  ACT 

Making  appropriations  for  the  Department  of  Agriculture  (ex¬ 
clusive  of  the  Farm  Credit  Administration)  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1949,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  That  the  following  sums  are  appropriated,  out  of  any  money 

4  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  for  the  Depart- 

5  ment  of  Agriculture  (exclusive  of  the  Farm  Credit  Admin- 

6  istration)  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1949,  herein- 

7  after  referred  to  as  the  current  fiscal  year,  namely: 


2 


1  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

2  OFFICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 

3  SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

4  For  personal  services  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of 

5  Agriculture,  hereafter  in  this  Act  referred  to  as  the  Secretary, 

6  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  elsewhere,  and  other  neces- 

7  sary  expenses,  including  the  purchase  of  one  passenger  motor 

8  vehicle  for  replacement  only;  travel  expenses,  including  ex- 

9  animation  of  estimates  for  appropriations  in  the  field;  station- 
1°  ery,  supplies,  materials,  and  equipment ;  freight,  express,  and 

drayage  charges;  advertising,  communication  service, 

12  postage,  washing  towels,  repairs  and  alterations,  and  other 

13  miscellaneous  supplies  and  expenses  not  otherwise  provided 

14  for  and  necessary  for  the  practical  and  efficient  work  of  the 

15  Department  of  Agriculture,  hereafter  in  this  Act  referred  to 

16  as  the  Department,  $2,033,000,  together  with  such  amounts 
II  fiom  other  appropriations  or  authorizations  as  are  provided 

18  in  the  schedules  in  the  Budget  for  the  current  fiscal  year 

19  for  such  services  and  expenses,  which  several  amounts  or 

20  portions  thereof  as  may  be  determined  by  the  Secretary 

21  not  exceeding  a  total  of  $87,560,  shall  be  transferred  to 

22  and  made  a  part  of  this  appropriation:  Provided,  however, 

23  That  if  the  total  amounts  of  such  appropriations  or  authori- 

24  zations  for  the  current  fiscal  year  shah  at  any  time  exceed 

25  or  fall  below  the  amounts  estimated,  respectively,  therefor 
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in  the  Budget  for  such  year,  the  amounts  transferred  or  to 
be  transferred  therefrom  to  this  appropriation  shall  be 
increased  or  decreased  in  such  amounts  as  the  Director  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  after  a  hearing  thereon  with 
representatives  of  the  Department  shall  determine  are  appro¬ 
priate  to  the  requirements  as  changed  by  such  reductions 
or  increases  in  such  appropriations  or  authorizations:  Pro¬ 
vided  further ,  That,  of  appropriations  herein  made  which 
are  available  for  the  purchase  of  lands,  not  to  exceed  $1 
may  be  expended  for  each  option  to  purchase  any  particular 
tract  or  tracts  of  land:  Provided  further,  That  no  part  of 
the  funds  appropriated  by  this  Act  shall  be  used  for  the 
payment  of  any  officer  or  employee  of  the  Department  who, 
as  such  officer  or  employee,  or  on  behalf  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  or  any  division,  commission,  or  bureau  thereof,  issues, 
or  causes  to  be  issued,  any  prediction,  oral  or  written,  or 
forecast,  except  as  to  damage  threatened  or  caused  by  insects 
and  pests,  with  respect  to  future  prices  of  cotton  or  the  trend 
of  same :  Provided  further,  That,  except  to  provide  materials 
required  in  or  incident  to  research  or  experimental  work 
where  no  suitable  domestic  product  is  available,  no  part  of 
the  funds  appropriated  by  this  Act  shall  be  expended  in  the 
purchase  of  twine  manufactured  from  commodities  or 
materials  produced  outside  of  the  United  States. 

Within  the  funds  available  to  the  Department,  but 
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without  limitation  of  other  authority,  the  Secretary  of  Agri¬ 
culture  may  employ,  in  any  position  in  the  Department,  not 
to  exceed  ten  persons  in  the  special  executive  and  special 
professional  grades  (OAF-16  and  P-9)  as  authorized  by 
the  Classification  Act  of  1923,  as  amended,  hut  no  such 
person  shall  be  paid  at  an  annual  rate  in  excess  of  $15,000. 

RESEARCH  AND  MARKETING  ACT  OF  1946 

To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  into  effect  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Act  of  August  14,  1946  as  amended  (Public 
Law  733,  79th  Congress;  Public  Law  297,  80th  Con¬ 
gress)  ,  including  in  addition  to  the  objects  for  which 
funds  are  available  for  such  Act  of  August  14,  1946, 
and  under  title  I  of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Act,  as  amended, 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  printing  and 
binding;  over-all  administration,  planning,  and  coordina¬ 
tion  of  research  under  section  10  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  section  10  (c)  ;  and  necessary  expenses  for  carrying  out 
the  provisions  of  title  III  of  the  Act,  as  follows : 

For  payments  to  States,  Territories,  and  Puerto  Rico 
for  agricultural  experiment  stations  pursuant  to  section  9 
of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Act  approved  June  29,  1935,  as 
amended  by  the  Act  of  August  14,  1946,  $2,500,000,  of 
which  such  amount  as  shall  be  allowable  to  Alaska  shall 
be  transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  the  appropriation 
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“Research  on  agricultural  problems  of  Alaska”,  without 
matching  requirement; 

For  research  on  utilization  and  associated  problems  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  10  (a)  of  said  Act,  $3,000,000; 

For  cooperative  research  other  than  research  on  utiliza¬ 
tion  of  agricultural  commodities  and  the  products  thereof, 
pursuant  to  section  10  (b)  of  said  Act,  $1,500,000; 

For  the  improvement  and  development,  independently 
or  through  cooperation  among  Federal  and  State  agencies, 
and  others,  of  a  sound  and  efficient  system  for  the  distribution 
and  marketing  of  agricultural  products  pursuant  to  the  “Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Act  of  1946”  (title  II  of  the  Act  of 
August  14,  1946),  $5,000,000; 

In  all,  $12,000,000:  Provided,  That  for  necessary 
printing  and  binding  there  may  be  transferred  to,  and  made 
a  part  of,  the  item  “Printing  and  binding,  Department  of 
Agriculture,”  such  sums  as  are  necessary:  Provided  further , 
That  the  Secretary  may  make  available  to  any  bureau,  office, 
or  agency  of  the  Department  such  amounts  from  this  appro¬ 
priation  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the  functions  for 
which  it  is  made  (but  amounts  made  available  to  the  Office 
of  the  Secretary,  Office  of  the  Solicitor,  and  Office  of  Informa¬ 
tion  shall  not  exceed  those  which  the  Director  of  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget,  after  a  hearing  thereon  with  representatives 
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1  of  the  Department,  shall  determine) ,  and  any  such  amounts 

2  shall  be  in  addition  to  amounts  transferred  or  otherwise  made 

3  available  to  other  appropriation  items  of  the  Department: 

4  Provided  further,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be 

5  available  for  work  relating  to  fish  or  shellfish  or  any  product 

6  thereof,  except  for  the  support  of  equitable  transportation 

7  rates  before  Federal  agencies  concerned  with  such  rates  and 

8  for  development  of  foreign  markets. 

9  OFFICE  OF  THE  SOLICITOR 

10  For  necessary  expenses,  including  personal  services  in 

11  the  District  of  Columbia  and  payment  of  fees  or  dues  for 

12  the  use  of  law  libraries  by  attorneys  in  the  field  service, 

13  $2,024,500,  together  with  such  amounts  from  other  appro- 
44  priations  or  authorizations  as  are  provided  in  the  schedules 
15  in  the  Budget  for  the  current  fiscal  year  for  such  expenses, 
10  which  several  amounts  or  portions  thereof,  as  may  be  de- 

17  termined  by  the  Secretary,  not  exceeding  a  total  of 

18  $148,000  shall  be  transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  this 
appropriation ;  and  there  may  be  expended  for  personal 

20  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  not  to  exceed 

21  $1,403,033:  Provided,  however,  That  if  the  total  amounts 
of  such  appropriations  or  authorizations  for  the  current 

99 

fiscal  year  shall  at  any  time  exceed  or  fall  below  the 
24  amounts  estimated,  respectively,  therefor  in  the  Budget  for 
such  year,  the  amounts  transferred  or  to  be  transferred 
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therefrom  to  this  appropriation  and  the  amount  which  may 
be  expended  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
shall  be  increased  or  decreased  in  such  amounts  as  the  Direc¬ 
tor  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  after  a  hearing  thereon 
with  representatives  of  the  Department,  shall  determine  are 
appropriate  to  the  requirements  as  changed  by  such  reduc¬ 
tions  or  increases  in  such  appropriations  or  authorizations. 
OFFICE  OF  INFORMATION 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  necessary  expenses  in  connection  with  the  publica¬ 
tion,  indexing,  illustration,  and  distribution  of  bulletins,  docu¬ 
ments,  and  reports,  the  preparation,  distribution,  and  display 
of  agricultural  motion  and  sound  pictures,  and  exhibits,  and 
the  coordination  of  informational  work  in  the  Department, 
$580,000,  together  with  such  amounts  from  other  appro¬ 
priations  or  authorizations  as  are  provided  in  the  schedules 
in  the  Budget  for  the  current  fiscal  year  for  such  expenses, 
which  several  amounts  or  portions  thereof,  as  may  be 
determined  by  the  Secretary,  not  exceeding  a  total  of 
$13,975  shall  be  transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  this 
appropriation,  of  which  total  appropriation  amounts  not 
exceeding  those  specified  may  be  used  for  the  purposes 
enumerated  as  follows:  For  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia,  $538,000;  for  preparation  and  display  of  ex¬ 
hibits,  $105,925;  and  the  preparation,  distribution,  and 
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display  of  motion  and  sound  pictures,  $55,600:  Provided, 
however,  That  if  the  total  amounts  of  the  appropriations  or 
authorizations  for  the  current  fiscal  year  from  which  transfers 
to  this  appropriation  are  herein  authorized  shall  at  any  time 
exceed  or  fall  below  the  amounts  estimated,  respectively, 
therefor  in  the  Budget  for  such  year,  the  amounts  transferred 
or  to  be  transferred  therefrom  to  this  appropriation  and  the 
amount  which  may  be  expended  for  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia  shall  be  increased  or  decreased  in  such 
amounts  as  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  after  a 
hearing  thereon  with  representatives  of  the  Department,  shall 
determine  are  appropriate  to  the  requirements  as  changed  by 
such  reductions  or  increases  in  such  appropriations  or  author¬ 
izations  :  Provided  further,  That  when  and  to  the  extent  that 
in  the  judgment  of  the  Secretary  agricultural  exhibits  and 
motion  and  sound  pictures  relating  to  the  authorized  pro¬ 
grams  of  the  various  agencies  of  the  Department  can  be  more 
advantageously  prepared,  displayed,  or  distributed  by  the 
Office  of  Information,  as  the  central  agency  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  therefor,  additional  funds  not  exceeding  $300,000  for 
these  purposes  may  be  transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of 
this  appropriation,  from  the  funds  applicable,  and  shah  be 
available  for  the  objects  specified  herein,  including  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  :  Provided  further,  That 
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1  in  the  preparation  of  motion  pictures  or  exhibits  by  the  De- 

2  partment,  not  exceeding  a  total  of  $10,000  may  he  used  for 

3  employment  pursuant  to  the  second  sentence  of  section  706 

4  (a)  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  Organic  Act  of  1944 

5  (5  U.  S.  C.  574) ,  said  Act  being  elsewhere  herein  referred 

6  to  as  the  Organic  Act  of  1944,  as  amended  by  section  15 

7  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  :  Provided 

8  further,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  used  for 

9  the  establishment  or  maintenance  of  regional  or  State  field 

10  offices  or  for  the  compensation  of  employees  in  such  offices 

11  except  that  not  to  exceed  $10,000  may  be  used  to  maintain 

12  the  San  Francisco  radio  office. 

i 

13  PRINTING  AND  BINDING 

14  For  printing  and  binding  for  the  Department,  including 

15  all  of  its  bureaus,  offices,  institutions,  and  services,  except  as 

16  otherwise  provided,  $1,800,000,  including  the  purchase  of 

17  reprints  of  scientific  and  technical  articles  published  in 

18  periodicals  and  journals ;  the  Annual  Report  of  the  Secretary, 

19  as  required  by  the  Acts  of  January  12,  1895  (44  U.  S.  O. 

20  ill,  212-220,  222,  241,  244) ,  March  4,  1915  (7  U.  S.  0. 

21  418),  and  June  20,  1936  (5  U.  S.  C.  108),  and  in  pur- 

22  suance  of  the  Act  approved  March  30,  1906  (44  U.  S.  C. 

23  214,  224) ,  also  including  not  to  exceed  $250,000  for  farmers’ 

24  bulletins,  which  shall  be  adapted  to  the  interests  of  the 
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1  people  of  the  different  sections  of  the  countiy,  an  equal 

2  proportion  of  four-fifths  of  which  shall  be  delivered  to  or 

3  sent  out  under  the  addressed  franks  furnished  by  the  Senators, 

4  Eepresentatives,  and  Delegates  in  Congress,  as  they  shall 

5  direct,  but  not  including  work  done  at  the  field  printing 

6  plants  of  the  Forest  Service  authorized  by  the  Joint  Com- 

7  mittee  on  Printing,  in  accordance  with  the  Act  approved 

8  March  1,  1919  (44  U.  S.  C.  Ill,  220)  ;  and  including  not 

9  to  exceed  $207,000  for  printing  and  binding  not  less  than  two 

10  hundred  thirty  thousand  eight  hundred  and  fifty  copies  for 

11  the  use  of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Eepresentatives  of  part 

12  2  of  the  annual  report  of  the  Secretary  (known  as  the 
12  Yearbook  of  Agriculture) ,  as  authorized  by  section  73  of 

14  the  Act  of  January  12,  1895  (44  U.  S.  C.  241)  :  Provided, 

15  That  the  Secretary  may  transfer  to  this  appropriation  from 

16  the  appropriation  made  for  “Conservation  and  Use  of  Agri- 

17  cultural  Land  Eesources”  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary 

18  for  printing  and  binding  in  connection  with  marketing  quotas 

19  under  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938  (7  U.  S.  C. 
29  1281-1407),  from  funds  appropriated  to  carry  into  effect 

1  the  purposes  of  the  National  School  Lunch  Act  approved 
June  4,  1946  (Public  Law  396) ,  such  sums  as  may  be 
“2  necessary  for  printing  and  binding  in  connection  with  the 
activities  under  said  Act,  and  from  funds  appropriated  to 
cany  into  effect  the  terms  of  section  32  of  the  Act  of  August 
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24,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  612c),  as  amended,  sueli  sums  as 
may  be  necessary  for  printing  and  binding  in  connection  with 
the  activities  under  section  32:  Provided  further,  That  the 
total  amount  that  may  be  transferred  under  the  authority 
granted  in  the  preceding  proviso  shall  not  exceed  $145,000. 

LIBRARY,  DEPARTMENT  OE  AGRICULTURE 
For  necessary  expenses,  including  exchange  of  reference 
books,  lawbooks,  technical  and  scientific  books,  periodicals, 
and  expenses  incurred  in  completing  imperfect  series;  not 
to  exceed  $1,200  for  newspapers;  dues,  when  authorized  by 
the  Secretary,  for  library  membership  in  societies  or  associa¬ 
tions  which  issue  publications  to  members  only  or  at  a  price 
to  members  lower  than  to  subscribers  who  are  not  mem¬ 
bers;  $600,000,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $484,924  may  be 
expended  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 
BUREAU  OE  AGRICULTURAL  ECONOMICS 
For  necessary  expenses,  including  not  to  exceed  $2,- 
243,400  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
including  the  salary  of  Chief  of  Bureau  at  $10,000  per 
annum,  and  not  to  exceed  $1,000  for  the  purchase  of  books 
of  reference,  periodicals,  and  newspapers,  as  follows: 

Economic  investigations:  For  conducting  investigations 
and  for  acquiring  and  diffusing  useful  information  among 
the  people  of  the  United  States,  relative  to  agricultural  pro¬ 
duction,  distribution,  land  utilization,  and  conservation  in 
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their  broadest  aspects,  including  farm  management  and 
practice,  utilization  of  farm  and  food  products,  purchasing 
of  farm  supplies,  farm  population  and  rural  life,  farm  labor, 
farm  finance,  insurance  and  taxation,  adjustments  in  pro¬ 
duction  to  probable  demand  for  the  different  farm  and  food 
products ;  land  ownership  and  values,  costs,  prices  and  income 
in  their  relation  to  agriculture,  including  causes  for  their 
variations  and  trends,  $1,900,000:  Provided,  That  no  part 
of  the  funds  herein  appropriated  or  made  available  to  the 
Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics  under  the  heading  “Eco¬ 
nomic  investigations”  shall  be  used  for  State  and  county 
land-use  planning,  for  conducting  cultural  surveys,  or  for 
the  maintenance  of  regional  offices. 

Crop  and  livestock  estimates:  For  collecting,  compiling, 
abstracting,  analyzing,  summarizing,  interpreting,  and  pub¬ 
lishing  data  relating  to  agriculture,  including  crop  and  live¬ 
stock  estimates,  acreage,  yield,  grades,  staples  of  cotton, 
stocks,  and  value  of  farm  crops  and  numbers,  grades,  and 
value  of  livestock  and  livestock  products  on  farms,  produc¬ 
tion,  distribution,  and  consumption  of  turpentine  and  rosin 
pursuant  to  the  Act  of  August  15,  1935  (5  U.  S.  C.  556b) , 
and  for  the  collection  and  publication  of  statistics  of  peanuts 
as  provided  by  the  Act  approved  June  24,  1936,  as 
amended  May  12,  1938  (7  U.  S.  C.  951-957) ,  $2,375,400: 
Provided,  rl  hat  no  part  of  the  funds  herein  appropriated 
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shall  be  available  for  any  expense  incident  to  ascertaining, 
collating,  or  publishing  a  report  stating  the  intention  of 
farmers  as  to  the  acreage  to  be  planted  in  cotton,  or  for 
estimates  of  apple  production  for  other  than  the  commercial 
crop. 

OFFICE  OF  FOREIGN  AGRICULTURAL 
RELATIONS 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses  for  the 
Office  of  Foreign  Agricultural  Relations  and  for  enabling 
the  Secretary  to  coordinate  and  integrate  activities  of  the 
Department  in  connection  with  foreign  agricultural  work, 
including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and 
not  to  exceed  $500  for  newspapers,  $503,000. 

EXTENSION  SERVICE 

PAYMENTS  TO  STATES,  HAWAII,  ALASKA,  AND  PUERTO 

RICO 

For  payments  to  the  States,  Hawaii,  Alaska,  and  Puerto 
Rico,  for  cooperative  agricultural  extension  work  as  follows: 

Capper-Ketcham,  Bankhead- Jones,  and  related  Acts: 
Capper-Ketcham  Act,  the  Act  approved  May  22,  1928 
(7  U.  S.  C.  343a,  343b),  $1,480,000;  Bankhead-Jones  Act, 
section  21,  title  II,  of  the  Act  approved  June  29,  1935 
(7  U.  S.  C.  343c),  $12,000,000;  Bankhead-Jones  Act, 
section  23,  title  II,  of  the  Act  approved  June  29,  1935,  as 
amended  by  the  Act  of  June  6,  1945  (7  U.  S.  C.  343d— 1 ) , 
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$10,500,000;  additional  extension  work,  the  Act  approved 
April  24,  1939,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  343c-l) ,  $555,000; 
Alaska,  the  Act  approved  February  23,  1929  (7  U.  S.  0. 

386c) ,  extending  the  benefits  of  the  Smith-Lever  Act  to  the 

* 

Territory  of  Alaska,  $13,950,  and  section  3  of  the  Act 
approved  June  20,  1936  (7  U.  S.  O.  343e),  extending  the 
benefits  of  the  Capper-Ivetcham  Act  to  the  Territory  of 
Alaska,  $10,000,  in  all,  for  Alaska,  $23,950;  Puerto  Rico, 
the  Act  approved  August  28,  1937  (7  U.  S.  C.  343f-343g) , 
extending  the  benefits  of  section  21  of  the  Bankhead- Jones 
Act  to  Puerto  Rico,  $408,000;  in  all,  Capper-Ketcham, 
Bankhead-Jones,  and  related  Acts,  $22,966,950. 

SAL  ABIES  AND  EXPENSES 

Administration  and  coordination  of  extension  work: 
For  expenses  necessary  to  administer  the  provisions  of  the 
Smith-Lever  Act,  approved  May  8,  1914  (7  U.  S.  O.  341- 
348),  and  Acts  amendatory  or  supplementary  thereto,  and 
to  coordinate  the  extension  work  of  the  Department  and 
the  several  States,  Territories,  and  insular  possessions, 
$827,200,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $663,100  may  be  ex¬ 
pended  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 
AGRICULTURAL  RESEARCH  ADMINISTRATION 
Office  of  Administkator 
Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses  of  the 
Office  of  Administrator,  including  the  salary  of  the  Admin- 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


istrator  at  $10,000  per  annum,  and  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia,  and  for  the  maintenance,  opera¬ 
tion,  and  furnishing  of  facilities  and  services  at  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Research  Center,  $406,300:  Provided ,  That  the 
appropriation  current  at  the  time  services  are  rendered  may 
be  reimbursed  (by  advance  credits  or  reimbursements  based 
on  estimated  or  actual  charges)  from  applicable  appropria¬ 
tions,  to  cover  the  charges,  including  handling  and  other 
related  services,  for  equipment  rentals  (including  deprecia¬ 
tion,  maintenance,  and  repairs)  ;  for  services,  supplies,  equip¬ 
ment  and  materials  furnished,  stores  of  which  may  be 
maintained  at  the  Center,  and  for  building  construction, 
alteration,  and  repair  performed  by  the  Center  in  carrying 
out  the  purposes  of  such  applicable  appropriations  and  the 
applicable  appropriations  may  also  he  charged  their  pro- 

0 

portionate  share  of  the  necessary  general  expenses  of  tlm 
Center  not  covered  by  this  appropriation:  Provided  further, 
That  the  several  appropriations  of  the  Agricultural  Research 
Administration  shall  be  available  for  the  construction,  altera¬ 
tion,  and  repair  of  buildings  and  improvements:  Provided, 
however,  That  unless  otherwise  provided,  the  cost  of  con¬ 
structing  any  one  building  (excepting  headhouses  connect¬ 
ing  greenhouses)  shall  not  exceed  $5,000,  the  total  amount 
for  construction  of  buildings  costing  more  than  $2,500  each 
shall  be  within  the  limits  of  the  estimates  submitted  and 
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1  approved  therefor,  and  the  cost  of  altering  any  one  building 

2  during  the  fiscal  year  shall  not  exceed  $2,500  or  2  per 

3  centum  of  the  cost  of  the  building  as  certified  by  the  Be- 

4  search  Administrator,  whichever  is  greater. 

5  Special  Besearch  Fund,  Department  of 

6  Agriculture 

7  For  enabling  the  Secretary  to  carry  into  effect  the  Act 

8  approved  June  29,  1935  (7  U.  S.  0.  427,  427b,  427c, 

9  427f)  ;  for  administration  of  the  provisions  of  section  5  of  the 
16  said  Act,  and  for  special  research  work,  including  the 

11  planning,  programing,  coordination,  and  printing  the  results 

12  of  such  research,  to  be  conducted  by  such  agencies  of  the 

13  Department  as  the  Secretary  may  designate  or  establish, 
11  and  to  which  he  may  make  allotments  from  this  fund,  includ- 

15  ing  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  $1,230,- 

16  000,  of  which  amount  $835,200  shall  be  available  for  the 
1^  maintenance  and  operation  of  research  laboratories  and 

facilities  in  the  major  agricultural  regions  provided  for  by 
19  section  4  of  said  Act,  including  not  to  exceed  $23,000 
for  construction  of  a  poultry  house  at  the  regional  poultry 
laboratory,  East  Lansing,  Michigan. 

22 

Besearch  on  Strategic  and  Critical  Agricultural 

23 

Materials 

24 

For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry 

29 

out  his  responsibilities  under  section  7  (b)  of  the  Strategic 
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and  Critical  Materials  Stock  Piling  Act  of  July  23,  1946 
(Public  Law  520,  Seventy-ninth  Congress),  in  connection 
with  natural  rubber,  including  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  $349,000. 

Research  on  Agricultural  Problems  of  Alaska 
For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Secretary  to  con¬ 
tinue  the  program  for  research  into  the  basic  agricultural 
needs  and  problems  of  the  Territory  of  Alaska  in  accordance 
with  the  authority  contained  in  the  Act  of  July  30,  1947 
(Public  Law  266),  and  for  the  same  objects  and  purposes 
provided  therein,  $185,940,  together  with  contract  authority 
in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $300,000  to  construct  buildings 
and  facilities  and  to  acquire  and  install  such  equipment  as 
may  be  necessary,  on  land  donated  or  otherwise  acquired. 

Office  of  Experiment  Stations 

PAYMENTS  TO  STATES,  HAWAn,  AND  PUERTO  RICO 
For  payments  to  the  States,  Hawaii,  and  Puerto  Rico 
to  be  paid  quarterly  in  advance,  to  carry  into  effect  the 
provisions  of  the  following  Acts  relating  to  agricultural  ex¬ 
periment  stations: 

Hatch,  Adams,  Purnell,  Bankhead- Jones,  and  related 
Acts:  Hatch  Act,  the  Act  approved  March  2,  1887  (7 
H.  S.  0.,  362,  363,  365,  368,  377-379),  $720,000;  Adams 
Act,  the  Act  approved  March  16,  1906  (7  U.  S.  O.  369), 


H.  R.  5883 - 3 
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$720,000;  Purnell  Act,  the  Act  approved  February  24, 
1925  (7  U.  S.  0.  361,  366,  370,  371,  373-376,  380,  382), 
$2,880,000;  Bankhead- Jones  Act,  title  I  of  the  Act  approved 
June  29,  1935  (7  U.  S.  0.  427-427g) ,  $2,661,268; 
Hawaii,  the  Act  approved  May  16,  1928  (7  U.  S.  O.  386- 
386b),  extending  the  benefits  of  certain  Acts  of  Congress 
to  the  Territory  of  Hawaii,  $90,000;  Puerto  Rico,  the  Act 
approved  March  4,  1931,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  386d- 
386f) ,  extending  the  benefits  of  certain  Acts  of  Congress  to 
Puerto  Rico,  $90,000;  in  all,  payments  to  States,  Hawaii, 
and  Puerto  Rico,  $7,161,268. 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

Administration  of  grants  and  coordination  of  research 
with  States:  For  necessary  expenses,  including  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  $183,000  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  to  enforce  the  provisions  of  the  Acts  approved 
March  2,  1887,  March  16,  1906,  February  24,  1925, 
May  16,  1928,  March  4,  1931,  and  June  20,  1936, 
and  Acts  amendatory  thereto  (7  U.  S.  C.  361-363,  365- 
369,  370-383,  386,  386d-386f) ,  relative  to  their  adminis¬ 
tration  and  for  the  administration  of  an  agricultural  experi¬ 
ment  station  in  Puerto  Rico,  $197,000;  and  the  Secretary 
shall  prescribe  the  form  of  the  annual  financial  statement 
required  under  the  above  Acts,  ascertain  whether  the  ex- 
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penditures  are  in  accordance  with  their  provisions,  coordi¬ 
nate  the  research  work  of  the  State  agricultural  colleges  and 
experiment  stations  in  the  lines  authorized  in  said  Acts  with 
research  of  the  Department  in  similar  lines,  and  make  report 
thereon  to  Congress. 

Federal  experiment  station,  Puerto  Pico:  For  expenses 
necessary  to  establish  and  maintain  an  agricultural  experi¬ 
ment  station  in  Puerto  Pico,  including  the  preparation,  illus¬ 
tration,  and  distribution  of  reports  and  bulletins,  $124,700. 

Bureau  of  Animal  Industry 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary,  including  not  to  exceed 
$651,700  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act,  as  amended, 
establishing  a  Bureau  of  Animal  Industry,  and  related  Acts, 
and  for  investigations  concerned  with  the  livestock  and  meat 
industries  and  the  domestic  raising  of  fur-bearing  animals, 
as  follows: 

Animal  husbandry:  For  investigations  and  experiments 
in  animal  husbandry  and  animal  and  poultry  feeding  and 
breeding,  and  for  carrying  out  the  purposes  of  section  101 
(h)  of  the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (7  U.  S.  C.  429)  authoriz¬ 
ing  cooperation  with  State  authorities  in  the  administration 
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of  regulations  for  the  improvement  of  poultry,  poultry 
products,  and  hatcheries,  $1,405,500. 

Diseases  of  animals :  For  scientific  investigations  of 
diseases  of  animals,  and  for  investigations  of  tuberculin, 
serums,  antitoxins,  and  analogous  products,  $1,055,000. 

Eradicating  tuberculosis  and  Bang’s  disease:  For  the 
control  and  eradication  of  the  diseases  of  tuberculosis  and 
paratuberculosis  of  animals,  avian  tuberculosis,  and  Bang’s 
disease  of  cattle,  $6,250,000:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the 
money  hereby  appropriated  shall  be  used  in  compensating 
owners  of  cattle  except  in  cooperation  with  and  supplemen¬ 
tary  to  payments  to  be  made  by  State,  Territory,  county, 
or  municipality  where  condemnation  of  cattle  shall  take 
place,  nor  shall  any  payment  be  made  hereunder  as  compen¬ 
sation  for  or  on  account  of  any  such  animal  if  at  the  time 
of  inspection  or  test,  or  at  the  time  of  condemnation  thereof, 
it  shall  belong  to  or  be  upon  the  premises  of  any  person, 
firm,  or  corporation  to  which  it  has  been  sold,  shipped,  or 
delivered  for  the  purpose  of  being  slaughtered:  Provided 
further,  That  out  of  the  money  hereby  appropriated  no 
payment  as  compensation  for  any  cattle  condemned  for 
slaughter  shall  exceed  one-third  of  the  difference  between 
the  appraised  value  of  such  cattle  and  the  value  of  the  salvage 
thereof;  that  no  payment  hereunder  shall  exceed  the  amount 
paid  or  to  be  paid  by  the  State,  Territory,  county,  and 
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municipality  where  the  animal  shall  be  condemned;  and 
that  in  no  case  shall  any  payment  hereunder  be  more  than 
$25  for  any  grade  animal  or  more  than  $50  for  any  purebred 
animal. 

Inspection  and  quarantine:  For  inspection  and  quaran¬ 
tine  work,  including  the  control  and  eradication  of  hog 
cholera  and  related  swine  diseases,  southern  cattle  ticks, 
scabies  in  sheep  and  cattle,  and  dourine  in  horses,  the  super¬ 
vision  of  the  transportation  of  livestock,  the  inspection  of 
vessels,  the  execution  of  the  twenty-eight-hour  law,  the  in¬ 
spection  and  quarantine  of  imported  animals  in  accordance 
with  the  Act  of  August  30,  1890  (21  U.  S.  C.  102),  and 
the  Act  of  July  24,  1946  (Public  Law  522) ,  and  the  inspec¬ 
tion  work  relative  to  the  existence  of  contagious  diseases, 
$1,225,000:  Provided,  That  service  shall  be  maintained  at 
all  stockyards  having  such  service  during  the  current  fiscal 
year. 

Virus  Serum  Toxin  Act :  For  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  approved  March  4,  1913  (21  U.  S.  O.  151-158) , 
regulating  the  preparation,  sale,  barter,  exchange,  or  ship¬ 
ment  of  any  virus,  serum,  toxin,  or  analogous  product  manu¬ 
factured  in  the  United  States  and  the  importation  of  such 
products  intended  for  use  in  the  treatment  of  domestic 
animals,  $340,000. 

Marketing  agreements,  hog  cholera  virus  and  serum: 
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1  Act  of  May  29,  1924  (7  U.  S.  0.  401-404),  including 

2  investigations,  experiments,  and  demonstrations  in  dairy 

3  industry,  for  carrying  out  the  applicable  provisions  of  the 

4  Act  of  May  9,  1902  (26  U.  S.  0.  2325,  2326  (c)  ) ,  re- 

5  lating  to  process  or  renovated  butter,  as  amended  by  the 

6  Act  of  June  24,  1946  (Public  Law  427),  and  the  Act  of 

7  May  23,  1908  (21  U.  S.  0.  94  (a)  ),  insofar  as  it  relates 

8  to  the  exportation  of  process  or  renovated  butter,  $1,050,000. 

9  Bureau  of  Plant  Industry,  Soils,  and  Agricultural 

10  Engineering 

11  SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

12  For  expenses  necessary  for  investigations,  experiments, 

13  and  demonstrations  in  connection  with  the  production  and 

14  improvement  of  farm  crops  and  other  plants  and  plant  indus- 

15  tries;  soils  and  soil-plant  relationships,  and  the  application 

16  of  engineering  principles  to  agriculture;  plant  diseases,  in- 

17  eluding  nematodes,  and  methods  for  their  prevention  and 

18  conti ol,  plant  and  plant-disease  collections  and  surveys; 

19  the  distribution  of  weeds  and  means  for  their  control;  meth- 

20  ods  of  handling,  processing,  transportation,  and  storage  of 
M  agricultural  products;  and  plants  in  foreign  countries  and 

22  our  possessions  for  introduction  into  the  United  States,  in- 

23  eluding  explorations  and  surveys,  and  propagation  and  test- 

24  ing  in  this  country;  for  the  operation  and  maintenance  of 
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airplanes;  and  for  personal  services  in  the  city  of  Washing¬ 
ton,  as  follows: 

Field  crops:  For  investigations  on  the  production,  im- 

* 

provement,  and  diseases  of  alfalfa,  barley,  clover,  corn, 
cotton,  flax,  grasses,  oats,  rice,  rubber  crops,  sorghums,  soy¬ 
beans,  sugar  beets,  sugarcane,  tobacco,  wheat,  and  other 
field  crops,  $2,672,300. 

Fruit,  vegetable,  and  specialty  crops:  For  investigations 
on  the  production,  improvement,  and  diseases  of  fruit,  vege¬ 
table,  nut,  ornamental,  drug,  condiment,  oil,  insecticide,  and 
related  crops  and  plants,  $2,578,100. 

Forest  diseases:  For  investigations  of  diseases  of  forest 
and  shade  trees  and  forest  products,  and  methods  for  their 
control,  $380,480. 

Soils,  fertilizers,  and  irrigation:  For  investigations  of 
soil  management  methods  to  increase  and  maintain  produc¬ 
tivity,  including  fertilization,  liming,  crop  rotations,  tillage 
practices,  and  other  means  of  improving  soils ;  fertilizers,  ferti¬ 
lizer  ingredients,  and  their  improvement  for  agricultural  use; 
soil  management  and  crop  production  on  dry  and  irrigated 
lands,  and  the  quality  of  irrigation  water  and  its  use  by  crops; 
and  for  the  classification  of  soils  in  a  national  system  and 
indication  of  their  extent  and  distribution  on  maps,  and 
determination  of  their  potential  productivity  under  adapted 
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cropping  and  improved  soil  management;  $1,466,000: 
Provided ,  That  the  irrigation  experiment  station  at  Bard, 
California,  may  be  sold  upon  such  terms  as  the  Secretary 
deems  advantageous,  and  the  proceeds  of  such  sale  are  to  be 
available  for  the  establishment  and  equipment  of  an  irriga¬ 
tion  station  at  or  near  Brawley,  California,  or  the  Secretary 
may  if  he  deems  it  desirable  exchange  in  lieu  of  sale  the  Bard 
Station  for  a  suitable  site  or  facilities  at  or  near  Brawley,  and 
in  connection  with  the  establishment  of  the  new  station  the 
Secretary  may  accept  donations:  Provided  further,  That  the 
Secretary  shall  have  contractual  authority  in  an  amount  not 
to  exceed  $100,000  to  construct  and/or  acquire  buildings, 
facilities,  and  equipment  for  the  station  at  Brawley. 

Agricultural  engineering:  For  investigations  involving 
the  application  of  engineering  principles  to  agriculture,  in¬ 
cluding  farm  power  and  equipment,  rural  water  supply  and 
sanitation,  and  rural  electrification;  farm  buildings  and  their 
appurtenances  and  buildings  for  processing  and  storing  farm 
products,  and  the  preparation  and  distribution  of  building 
plans  and  specifications ;  cotton  ginning,  and  other  engineer¬ 
ing  problems  relating  to  the  production,  processing,  trans¬ 
portation,  and  storage  of  agricultural  products;  $685,690. 

National  Arboretum:  For  the  maintenance  and  develop¬ 
ment  of  the  National  Arboretum  established  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Act  approved  March  4,  1927  (20  U.  S.  0. 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


27 


191-194),  including-  travel  expenses  of  the  advisory  council 
and  the  purchase  of  one  passenger  motor  vehicle  in  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  $413,900,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $20,000 
shall  be  available  for  the  construction  of  entrance  facilities, 
including  a  guardhouse  and  rest  rooms,  and  not  to  exceed 
$10,000  may  be  expended  for  employment  pursuant  to  the 
second  sentence  of  section  706  (a)  of  the  Organic  Act  of 
1944  (5  U.  S.  C.  574)  as  amended  by  section  15  of  the  Act 
of  August  2,  1946  (5  IT.  S.  C.  55a) . 

Bureau  of  Entomology  and  Plant  Quarantine 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  investigations,  experiments, 
demonstrations,  and  surveys  for  the  promotion  of  economic 
entomology,  for  investigating  and  ascertaining  the  best 
means  of  destroying  insects  and  related  pests  injurious  to 
agriculture,  for  importing  useful  and  beneficial  insects  and 
bacterial,  fungal,  and  other  diseases  of  insects  and  related 
pests,  for  investigating  and  ascertaining  the  best  means  of 
destroying  insects  affecting  man  and  animals,  and  the  best 
ways  of  utilizing  beneficial  insects,  for  carrying  into  effect 
the  provisions  of  the  Plant  Quarantine  Act  of  August  20, 
1912,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  151-167),  the  Honey  Bee 
Act  (7  U.  S.  O.  281-283) ,  the  Insect  Pest  Act  (7  U.  S.  C. 
141-144),  the  Mexican  Border  Act  (7  U.  S.  O.  149)  and 
the  Organic  Act,  of  1944  (7  U.  S.  C.  147a),  authorizing 
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the  eradication,  control,  and  prevention  of  spread  of  injurious 
insects  and  plant  pests;  including  the  operation  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  airplanes  and  the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  five,  and 
not  to  exceed  $718,350  for  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia,  as  follows: 

Insect  investigations:  For  the  investigation  of  insects 
affecting  fruits,  grapes,  nuts,  trees,  shrubs,  forests  and  forest 
products,  truck  and  garden  crops,  cereal,  forage  and  range 
crops,  cotton,  tobacco,  sugar  plants,  ornamental  and  other 
plants  and  agricultural  products,  household  possessions,  and 
man  and  animals;  for  bee  culture  and  apiary  management; 
for  classifying,  identifying,  and  collecting  information  to 
determine  the  distribution  and  abundance  of  insects;  for 
invesigations  in  connection  with  introduction  of  natural 
enemies  of  injurious  insects  and  related  pests  and  for  the 
exchange  with  other  countries  of  useful  and  beneficial  insects 
and  other  arthropods;  for  developing  methods,  equipment, 
and  apparatus  to  aid  in  enforcing  plant  quarantines  and  in 
the  eradication  and  control  of  insect  pests  and  plant  diseases; 
and  for  investigations  of  insecticides  and  fungicides,  including 
methods  of  their  manufacture  and  use  and  the  effects  of  their 
application,  $3,019,800. 

Insect  and  plant-disease  control:  For  carrying  out  op¬ 
erations  or  measures  to  eradicate,  suppress,  control,  or  to 
prevent  or  retard  the  spread  of  Japanese  bettle,  sweet- 
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potato  weevil,  Mexican  fruitflies,  phony  peach  and  peach 
mosaic,  cereal  rusts,  and  pink  bollworm  and  Thurberia  weevil, 
including  the  enforcement  of  quarantine  regulations  and 
cooperation  with  States  to  enforce  plant  quarantines  as 
authorized  by  the  Plant  Quarantine  Act  of  August  20,  1912, 
as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  151-167) ,  and  including  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  such  cotton-free  areas  as  may  be  necessary  to 
stamp  out  any  infestation  of  the  pink  bollworm  as  authorized 
by  the  Act  of  February  8,  1930  (46  Stat.  67) ,  and  for  the 
enforcement  of  domestic  plant  quarantines  through  inspec¬ 
tion  in  transit,  including  the  interception  and  disposition  of 
materials  found  to  have  been  transported  interstate  in  viola¬ 
tion  of  Federal  plant  quarantine  laws  or  regulations,  and 
operations  under  the  Terminal  Inspection  Act  (7  U.  S.  0. 
166),  $2,586,200:  Provided ,  That  no  part  of  this  appro¬ 
priation  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  cost  or  value  of  trees, 
farm  animals,  farm  crops,  or  other  property  injured  or 
destroyed:  Provided  further,  That,  in  the  discretion  of  the 
Secretary,  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  expended 
for  the  control  of  sweetpotato  weevil  in  any  State  until  such 
State  has  provided  cooperation  necessary  to  accomplish  this 
purpose,  or  for  barberry  eradication  until  a  sum  or  sums  at 
least  equal  to  such  expenditures  shall  have  been  appro¬ 
priated,  subscribed,  or  contributed  by  States,  counties,  or 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 


30 


local  authorities,  or  by  individuals  or  organizations  for  the 
accomplishment  of  this  purpose. 

Foreign  plant  quarantines:  For  operations  against  the 
introduction  of  insect  pests  or  plant  diseases  into  the  United 
States,  including  the  enforcement  of  foreign-plant  quarantines 
and  regulations  promulgated  under  sections  5  and  7  of  the 
Plant  Quarantine  Act  of  August  20,  1912,  as  amended 
(7  U.  S.  0.  151-167),  the  Insect  Pest  Act  of  1905  (7 
IT.  S.  C.  141-144) ,  and  the  Mexican  Border  Act  of  1942 
(7  U.  S.  C.  149),  for  enforcement  of  domestic-plant  quar¬ 
antines  as  they  pertain  to  Territories  of  the  United  States 
and  enforcement  of  regulations  governing  the  movement 
of  plants  into  and  from  the  District  of  Columbia  promul¬ 
gated  under  section  15  of  the  Plant  Quarantine  Act  of 
August  20,  1912,  as  amended,  and  for  inspection  and  cer¬ 
tification  of  plants  and  plant  products  to  meet  the  sanitary 
requirements  of  foreign  countries,  as  authorized  in  section 
102  of  the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (7  U.  S.  C.  147a) , 
$2,212,000. 

Control  of  Emergency  Outbreaks  of  Insects  and 

Plant  Diseases 

F°i  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the 
joint  resolution  approved  May  9,  1938  (7  U.  S.  C.  148- 
148e),  including  the  operation  and  maintenance  of  air- 
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planes  and  the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  three,  and  surveys 
and  control  operations  in  Canada  in  cooperation  with  the 
Canadian  Government  or  local  Canadian  authorities,  arid 
the  employment  of  Canadian  citizens,  $1,000,000. 

Bureau  of  Agricultural  and  Industrial  Chemistry 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  investigations,  experiments, 
and  demonstrations  hereinafter  authorized,  including  not  to 
exceed  $237,746  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  as  follows: 

Agricultural  chemical  and  naval  stores  investigations: 
For  conducting  the  investigations  contemplated  by  the  Act  of 
May  15,  1862  (5  U.  S.  C.  511,  512) ,  relating  to  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  chemistry  to  agriculture;  for  the  biological,  chemical, 
physical,  microscopical,  and  technological  investigation  of 
foods,  feeds,  drugs,  plant  and  animal  products,  and  substances 
used  in  the  manufacture  thereof;  for  investigations  of  the 
physiological  effects  and  for  the  pharmacological  testing  of 
such  products  and  of  insecticides;  for  the  investigation  and 
development  of  methods  for  the  manufacture  of  sugars,  sugar 
sirups,  and  starches  and  the  utilization  of  new  agricultural 
materials  for  such  purposes ;  and  for  the  technological  investi¬ 
gation  of  the  utilization  of  fruits  and  vegetables  and  for 
frozen-pack  investigations;  for  the  investigation  of  naval 
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stores  (turpentine  and  rosin)  and  tlieir  components;  the 
investigation  and  experimental  demonstration  of  improved 
equipment,  methods,  or  processes  of  preparing  naval  stores; 
and  the  weighing,  storing,  handling,  transportation,  and 
utilization  of  naval  stores ;  $589,050. 

Regional  research  laboratories:  For  continuing  the  re¬ 
searches  established  under  the  provisions  of  section  202  (a) 
to  202  (e) ,  inclusive,  of  title  II  of  the  Agricultural  Adjust¬ 
ment  Act  of  1938  (7  U.  S.  C.  1292),  including  research 
on  food  products  of  farm  commodities,  $5,000,000,  including 
not  to  exceed  $50,000  for  the  construction  of  a  hazardous 
operations  building  at  tbe  Eastern  Regional  Research  Lab¬ 
oratory  located  at  Wyndmoor,  Pennsylvania. 

Bureau  of  Human  Nutrition  and  Home  Economics 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses,  includ¬ 
ing  not  to  exceed  $311,765  for  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  for  conducting  investigations  of  the 
relative  utility  and  economy  of  agricultural  products  for 
food,  clothing,  and  other  uses  in  the  home,  with  special 
suggestions  of  plans  and  methods  for  the  more  effective 
utilization  of  such  products  for  these  purposes,  and  such 
economic  investigations,  including  housing  and  household 
buying,  as  have  for  their  purpose  the  improvement  of  the 
rural  home,  and  for  disseminating  useful  information  on 
this  subject,  $813,000. 
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CONTROL  OF  FOREST  PESTS 
For  expenses  necessary  for  carrying  out  operations, 
measures,  or  surveys  necessary  to  eradicate,  suppress,  con¬ 
trol,  or  to  prevent  or  retard  the  spread  of  insects  or  diseases 
which  endanger  forest  trees  on  any  lands  in  the  United 
States,  and  for  such  quarantine  measures  relating  thereto 
as  may  be  necessary  pursuant  to  the  Plant  Quarantine  Act 
of  August  20,  1912,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  151-167), 
including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and 
the  purchase  (not  to  exceed  two)  and  operation  and  main¬ 
tenance  of  airplanes,  as  follows: 

Gypsy  and  brown-tail  moths:  Gypsy  and  brown-tail 
moths,  pursuant  to  section  102  of  the  Act  of  September  21, 
1944  (7  U.  S.  C.  147a) ,  $603,600. 

Forest  Pest  Control  Act:  Forest  Pest  Control  Act 
(Public  Law  110,  approved  June  25,  1947),  $135,000. 

White  pine  blister  rust:  White  pine  blister  rust,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  the  Act  of  April  26,  1940  (16  U.  S.  C.  594a), 
$3,750,000,  of  which  amount  $582,000  shall  be  available 
to  the  Department  of  the  Interior  for  the  control  of  white 
pine  blister  rust  on  or  endangering  Federal  lands  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  that  Department  or  lands  of  Indian  tribes 
which  are  under  the  jurisdiction  of  or  retained  under  restric¬ 
tions  of  the  United  States;  $1,974,650  of  said  amount  to  the 
Forest  Service  for  the  control  of  white  pine  blister  rust  on 
or  endangering  lands  under  its  jurisdiction;  and  $1,193,350 
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of  said  amount  to  the  Bureau  of  Entomology  and  Plant 
Quarantine  for  leadership  and  general  coordination  of  the 
entire  program,  method  development,  and  for  operations 
conducted  under  its  direction  for  such  control,  including, 
hut  not  confined  to,  the  control  of  white  pine  blister  rust  on 
or  endangering  State  and  privately  owned  lands. 

Dutch  elm  disease:  Dutch  elm  disease,  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  102  of  the  Act  of  September  21,  1944  (7  U.  S.  0. 
147a),  $51,800:  Provided,  That  in  the  discretion  of  the 
Secretary,  no  expenditures  from  this  appropriation  shall  he 
made  for  applying  methods  of  control  of  the  Dutch  elm  dis¬ 
ease  in  any  State  where  measures  for  the  removal  and  de¬ 
struction  of  trees  on  non-Eederal  lands  suffering  from  the 
Dutch  elm  disease  are  not  in  force,  provided  such  removal 
and  destruction  are  deemed  essential  or  appropriate  for  the 
carrying  on  of  the  control  program,  nor  until  a  sum  or  sums 
at  least,  equal  to  such  expenditures  shall  have  been  appro¬ 
priated,  subscribed,  or  contributed  by  State,  county,  or  local 
authorities,  or  by  individuals,  or  by  organizations  concerned : 
Provided,  however,  That  expenditures  incurred  for  removal 
of  trees  infected  with  Dutch  elm  disease  from  non-Eederal 
lands  shall  not  be  considered  a  part  of  such  appropriations, 
subscriptions,  or  contributions:  Provided  further,  That  no 
part  of  this  appropriation  shall  he  expended  for  the  removal 
and  destruction  of  trees  infected  with  the  Dutch  elm  disease 
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except  where  such  trees  are  located  on  property  owned  or 
controlled  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  or  on 
property  included  within  local  experimental  control  areas. 

FOREST  SERVICE 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary,  including  not  to  exceed 
$1,097,582  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
not  to  exceed  $10,000  for  employment  pursuant  to  the 
second  sentence  of  section  706  (a)  of  the  Organic  Act  of 
1944  (5  U.  S.  C.  574),  as  amended  by  section  15  of  the 
Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  to  experiment 
and  make  investigations  and  report  on  forestry,  national  for¬ 
ests,  forest  fires,  and  lumbering,  but  no  part  of  this  appropria¬ 
tion  shall  be  used  for  any  experiment  or  test  made  outside  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  United  States;  to  advise  the  owners  of 
woodlands  as  to  the  proper  care  of  the  same;  to  investigate 
and  test  American  timber  and  timber  trees  and  their  uses, 
and  methods  for  the  preservative  treatment  of  timber;  to 
seek,  through  investigations  and  the  planting  of  native  and 
foreign  species,  suitable  trees  for  the  treeless  regions;  to 
erect  necessary  buildings:  Provided,  That  the  cost  of  any 
building  purchased,  erected,  or  as  improved,  exclusive  of  the 
cost  of  constructing  a  water-supply  or  sanitary  system  and 
of  connecting  the  same  with  any  such  building,  and  exclusive 
of  the  cost  of  any  tower  upon  which  a  lookout  house  may 
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be  erected,  shall  not  exceed  $10,000,  with  the  exception 
that  any  building  erected,  purchased,  or  acquired,  the  cost 
of  which  was  $10,000  or  more,  may  be  improved  out  of  the 
appropriations  made  under  this  Act  for  the  Forest  Service 
by  an  amount  not  to  exceed  2  per  centum  of  the  cost  of  such 
building  as  certified  by  the  Secretary;  to  protect,  admin¬ 
ister,  and  improve  the  national  forests,  including  tree  planting 
and  other  measures  to  prevent  erosion,  drift,  surface  wash, 
soil  waste,  and  the  formation  of  floods,  and  to  conserve 
water;  to  ascertain  the  natural  conditions  upon  and  utilize 
the  national  forests,  to  transport  and  care  for  fish  and  game 
supplied  to  stock  the  national  forests  or  the  waters  therein; 
to  collate,  digest,  report,  and  illustrate  the  results  of  experi¬ 
ments  and  investigations  made  by  the  Forest  Service: 
Provided,  That  not  to  exceed  $50,000  of  the  appropriation 
for  “National  forest  protection  and  management”,  and  not 
to  exceed  $50,000  of  the  appropriation  for  “Forest  fire 
cooperation”  may  be  transferred  to  the  appropriation 
“Printing  and  binding,  Department  of  Agriculture”,  for  forest 
fire  prevention  posters  and  related  printed  material,  as 
follows : 

General  administrative  expenses:  For  general  admin¬ 
istration,  including  the  salary  of  the  Chief  Forester  at 
$10,000  per  annum,  and  for  expenses  of  the  National  Forest 
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Reservation  Commission  as  authorized  by  section  14  of  the 
Act  of  March  1,  1911  (16  U.  S.  C.  514) ,  $650,000. 

National  forest  protection  and  management:  For  the 
administration,  protection,  use,  maintenance,  improvement, 
and  development  of  the  national  forests,  including  the  estab¬ 
lishment  and  maintenance  of  forest  tree  nurseries,  including 
the  procurement  of  tree  seed  and  nursery  stock  by  purchase, 
production,  or  otherwise,  seeding  and  tree  planting  and 
the  care  of  plantations  and  young  growth;  the  operation 
and  maintenance  of  aircraft  and  the  purchase  of  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  four;  the  maintenance  of  roads  and  trails  and  the 
construction  and  maintenance  of  all  other  improvements 
necessary  for  the  proper  and  economical  administration, 
protection,  development,  and  use  of  the  national  forests, 
including  experimental  areas  under  Forest  Service  admin¬ 
istration,  except  that  where,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Secretary, 
direct  purchases  will  be  more  economical  than  construction, 
improvements  may  be  purchased;  the  construction  (not  to 
exceed  $10,000  for  any  one  structure),  equipment,  and 
maintenance  of  sanitary  and  recreational  facilities ;  timber  cul¬ 
tural  operations;  development  and  application  of  fish  and 
game  management  plans;  propagation  and  transplanting  of 
plants  suitable  for  planting  on  semiarid  portions  of  the 
national  forests;  estimating  and  appraising  of  timber  and 
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other  resources  and  development  and  application  of  plans  for 
their  effective  management,  sale,  and  use ;  examination, 
classification,  surveying,  and  appraisal  of  land  incident  to 
effecting  exchanges  authorized  by  law  and  of  lands  within 
the  boundaries  of  the  national  forests  that  may  be  opened 
to  homestead  settlement  and  entry  under  the  Act  of  June 
11,  1906,  and  the  Act  of  August  10,  1912  (16  U.  S.  0. 
506-509),  as  provided  by  the  Act  of  March  4,  1913  (16 
U.  S.  0.  512)  ;  investigation  and  establishment  of  water 
rights,  including  the  purchase  thereof  or  of  lands  or  interests 
in  lands  or  rights-of-way  for  use  and  protection  of  water 
rights  necessary  or  beneficial  in  connection  with  the  admin¬ 
istration  and  public  use  of  the  national  forests;  and  all 
expenses  necessary  for  the  use,  maintenance,  improvement, 
protection,  and  general  administration  of  the  national  forests, 
$24,889,175,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $25,000  shall  he  avail¬ 
able  for  the  purchase  of  one  nursery  site. 

Fighting  forest  fires :  For  fighting  and  preventing  forest 
fires  on  or  threatening  lands  under  Forest  Service  adminis¬ 
tration,  including  lands  under  contract  for  purchase  or  in 
process  of  condemnation  for  Forest  Service  purposes, 
$100,000,  which  amount  shall  also  he  available  for  meeting 
obligations  of  the  preceding  fiscal  year. 

Forest  research:  For  forest  research  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  sections  1,  2,  7,  8,  9,  and  10  of  the  Act 
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approved  May  22,  1928,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  0.  581, 
581a,  581f-581i) ,  including  the  construction  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  improvements,  as  follows: 

Forest  and  range  management  investigations :  Fire, 
silvicultural,  watershed,  and  other  forest  investigations  and 
experiments  under  said  section  2,  as  amended,  and  investiga¬ 
tions  and  experiments  to  develop  improved  methods  of  man¬ 
agement  of  forest  and  other  ranges  under  section  7,  at  forest 
or  range  experiment  stations  or  elsewhere,  $2,750,000. 

Forest  products:  Experiments,  investigations,  and  tests 
of  forest  products  under  section  8,  at  the  Forest  Products 
Laboratory,  or  elsewhere,  $1,000,000. 

Forest  resources  investigations:  A  comprehensive  forest 
survey  under  section  9,  and  investigations  in  forest  economics 
under  section  10,  $750,000. 

FOEEST-FIEE  COOPERATION 

For  cooperation  with  the  various  States  or  other  appro¬ 
priate  agencies  in  forest-fire  prevention  and  suppression  and 
the  protection  of  timbered  and  cut-over  lands  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  sections  1,  2,  and  3  of  the  Act 
approved  June  7,  1924,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  564- 
570),  $9,000,000,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $76,125  shall 
be  available  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

FARM  AND  OTHER  PRIVATE  FORESTRY  COOPERATION 

To  enable  the  Secretary  through  the  Forest  Service 
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to  advise  timberland  owners  and  associations,  wood-using 
industries  or  other  appropriate  agencies  in  the  application 
of  forest  management  principles  to  federally  owned  lands 
leased  to  States  and  to  private  forest  lands,  so  as  to  attain 
sustained-yield  management,  the  conservation  of  the  timber 
resources,  the  productivity  of  forest  lands,  and  the  stabiliza¬ 
tion  of  employment  and  economic  continuance  of  forest 
industries,  and  to  carry  into  effect,  through  such  agencies 
of  the  Department  as  he  may  designate,  the  provisions  of 
the  Cooperative  Farm  Forestry  Act,  approved  May  18, 
1937  (16  U.  S.  C.  568b) ,  (not  to  exceed  $660,034) 
and  the  provisions  of  sections  4  (not  to  exceed  $83,700) 
and  5  (not  to  exceed  $65,766)  of  the  Act  approved  June 
7,  1924  (16  U.  S.  C.  567-568),  and  Acts  supplementary 
thereto;  in  all,  not  to  exceed  $809,500,  of  which  not  to 
exceed  $54,636  may  he  expended  for  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia;  and  not  to  exceed  $30,000  for 
the  construction,  alteration,  or  purchase  of  necessary  build¬ 
ings,  and  other  improvements. 

ACQUISITION  OF  LANDS  FOR  NATIONAL  FORESTS 
Under  Weeks  Act:  For  the  acquisition  of  forest  lands 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Act  approved  March  1,  1911, 
as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  513-519,  521),  $500,000,  to 
he  available  only  for  payment  toward  the  purchase  price 
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of  any  lands  acquired,  including  the  cost  of  surveys  in 
connection  with  such  acquisition. 

Under  special  Acts:  For  the  acquisition  of  land  to  facili¬ 
tate  the  control  of  soil  erosion  and  flood  damage  originating 
within  the  exterior  boundaries  of  the  following  national 
forests,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  following 
Acts  authorizing  annual  appropriations  of  forest  receipts  for 
such  purposes,  and  in  not  to  exceed  the  following  amounts 
from  such  receipts:  Uinta  and  Wasatch  National  Forests, 
Utah,  Act  of  August  26,  1935  (Public  Law  337),  as 
amended,  $40,000;  Cache  National  Forest,  Utah,  Act  of 
May  11,  1938  (Public  Law  505),  as  amended,  $10,000; 
San  Bernardino  and  Cleveland  National  Forests,  Biverside 
County,  California,  Act  of  June  15,  1938  (Public  Law  634) , 
as  amended,  $22,000;  Nevada  and  Toiyabe  National  Forests, 
Nevada,  Act  of  June  25,  1938  (Public  Law  748),  as 
amended,  $10,000;  Angeles  National  Forest,  California,  Act 
of  June  11,  1940  (Public  Law  591),  $20,000;  Cleveland 
National  Forest,  San  Diego  Countty,  California,  Act  of  June 
11,  1940  (Public  Law  589),  $5,000;  Sequoia  National 
Forest,  California,  Act  of  June  17,  1940  (Public  Law  637) , 
$35,000;  in  all  $142,000. 

FOBEST  BOADS  AND  TBAILS 

For  expenses  necessary  for  carrying  out  the  provisions 
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of  section  23  of  the  Federal  Highway  Act  approved  Novem¬ 
ber  9,  1921,  as  amended  (23  U.  S.  C.  23,  23a),  and  for 
the  construction,  reconstruction,  and  maintenance  of  roads 
and  trails  on  experimental  areas  under  Forest  Service 
administration,  (1)  $9,750,000  for  forest  development 

roads  and  trails,  and  (2)  $5,000,000  for  forest  highways, 
which  sums  are  authorized  to  be  appropriated  by  the  Act  of 
December  20,  1944  (Public  Law  521) ,  in  all,  $14,750,000 
(including  not  to  exceed  $100,000  for  personal  services 
in  the  District  of  Columbia) ,  to  be  immediately  available 
and  to  remain  available  until  expended:  Provided,  That 
this  appropriation  shall  be  available  for  the  rental,  purchase, 
construction,  or  alteration  of  buildings  necessary  for  the 
storage  and  repair  of  equipment  and  supplies  used  for  road 
and  trail  construction  and  maintenance,  but  the  total  cost 
of  any  such  building  purchased,  altered,  or  constructed  under 
this  authorization  shall  not  exceed  $10,000,  with  the  excep¬ 
tion  that  any  building  erected,  purchased,  or  acquired,  the 
cost  of  which  was  $10,000  or  more,  may  he  improved  within 
any  fiscal  year  by  an  amount  not  to  exceed  2  per  centum 
of  the  cost  of  such  buildings  certified  by  the  Secretary. 

FLOOD  CONTROL 

Flood  control:  For  expenses  necessary,  in  accordance 
with  the  Flood  Control  Act,  approved  June  22,  1936 
(Public  Law  738,  Seventy-fourth  Congress) ,  as  amended 


43 


1  and  supplemented,  to  make  preliminary  examinations  and 

2  surveys,  and  to  perform  works  of  improvements,  $6,000,000, 

3  including  not  to  exceed  $135,000  for  personal  services  in 

4  the  District  of  Columbia,  to  be  immediately  available  and 

5  to  remain  available  until  expended,  with  which  shall  be 

6  merged  the  unexpended  balances  of  funds  heretofore  appro- 

7  priated  or  transferred  to  the  Department  for  flood-control 

8  purposes:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  such  funds  shall  be 

9  used  for  the  purchase  of  lands  in  the  Yazoo  and  Little 

10  Tallahatchie  watersheds  without  specific  approval  of  the 

11  county  board  of  supervisors  of  the  county  in  which  such  lands 

12  are  situated:  Provided  further,  That  hereafter  funds  appro- 

13  priated  for  the  Yazoo  and  Little  Tallahatchie  watersheds 

14  shall  be  available  for  work  projects  in  all  areas  up  to  that 

15  over  which  the  Department  of  the  Army  has  jurisdiction  and 

16  responsibility  or  to  carry  out  emergency  measures  author- 

17  ized  by  section  7  of  the  Act  of  June  28,  1938  (52  Stat. 

16  1225),  as  amended. 

19  SOIL  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 

20  Ror  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 

21  the  Act  approved  April  27,  1935  (16  U.  S.  C.  590a-590f) , 

22  which  provides  for  a  national  program  of  erosion  control 

23  and  soil  and  water  conservation,  including  not  to  exceed 

24  $856,750  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 

25  furnishing  of  subsistence  to  employees,  operation  and  main- 
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tenance  of  aircraft,  and  the  purchase  and  erection  or  altera¬ 
tion  of  permanent  buildings:  Provided,  That  the  cost  of 
any  building  purchased,  erected,  or  as  improved,  exclusive 
of  the  cost  of  constructing  a  water  supply  or  sanitary  system 
and  connecting  the  same  with  any  such  building,  shall 
not  exceed  $2,500  except  where  buildings  are  acquired  in 
conjunction  with  land  being  purchased  for  other  purposes 
and  except  for  eight  buildings  to  he  constructed  at  a  cost 
not  to  exceed  $15,000  per  building:  Provided  further,  That 
no  money  appropriated  in  this  Act  shall  be  available  for 
the  construction  of  any  such  building  on  land  not  owned 
by  the  Government:  Provided  farther,  That  in  the  State 
of  Missouri  where  the  State  has  established  a  central  State 
agency  authorized  to  enter  into  agreements  with  the  United 
States  or  any  of  its  agencies  on  policies  and  general  pro¬ 
grams  for  the  saving  of  its  soil  by  the  extension  of  Fed¬ 
eral  aid  to  any  soil  conservation  district  in  such  State, 
the  agreements  made  by  or  on  behalf  of  the  United  States 
with  any  such  soil  conservation  district  shall  have  the  prior 
approval  of  such  central  State  agency  before  they  shall 
become  effective  as  to  such  district,  as  follows : 

Soil  conservation  research:  For  research  and  investiga¬ 
tions  into  the  character,  cause,  extent,  history,  and  effects 
of  erosion,  soil  and  moisture  depletion  and  methods  of  soil 
and  water  conservation  (including  the  construction  and 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 


45 


hydrologic  phases  of  farm  irrigation  and  land  drainage,  and 
water  regulation  to  conserve  the  soil  and  reduce  fire  hazards 
in  the  Everglades  region  of  Florida,  except  that  expenditures 
for  all  work  in  the  Everglades  region  shall  he  limited  to  a 
sum  not  in  excess  of  funds  made  available  for  such  work  by 
the  State  of  Florida,  or  political  subdivisions  thereof)  ;  and 
for  construction,  operation,  and  maintenance  of  experimental 
watersheds,  stations,  laboratories,  plots,  and  installations, 
$1,048,000. 

Soil  conservation  operations:  For  carrying  out  preven¬ 
tive  measures  to  conserve  soil  and  water,  including  such 
special  measures  as  may  be  necessary  to  prevent  floods  and 
the  siltation  of  reservoirs,  and  including  the  improvement 
of  farm  irrigation  and  land  drainage,  the  establishment  and 
operation  of  conservation  nurseries,  the  making  of  conserva¬ 
tion  plans  and  surveys,  and  the  dissemination  of  information, 
$44,000,000:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation 
ma}f  be  expended  for  soil  and  water  conservation  operations 
in  demonstration  projects. 

LAND  UTILIZATION  AND  RETIREMENT  OF 
SUBMARGINAL  LAND 

For  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
title  III  of  the  Bankhead-J ones  Farm  Tenant  Act,  approved 
July  22,  1937  (7  U.  S.  0.  1010-1012) ,  and  the  provisions 
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of  the  Act  approved  August  11,  1945  (Public  Law  179, 
Seventy-ninth  Congress),  including  not  to  exceed  $29,100 
for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  $1,000,000. 

PRODUCTION  AND  MARKETING 
ADMINISTRATION 

Conservation  and  Use  of  Agricultural  Land 

Resources 

For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry 
into  effect  the  provisions  of  sections  7  to  17,  inclusive,  of  the 
Soil  Conservation  and  Domestic  Allotment  Act,  approved 
February  29,  1936,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  590g-590q) , 
and  the  provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of 
1938,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  1281-1407)  (except  the 
provisions  of  sections  201,  202,  303,  381,  and  383  and 
the  provisions  of  titles  IV  and  V) ,  including  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  not  to  exceed  $6,000 
for  the  preparation  and  display  of  exhibits,  including  such 
displays  at  State,  interstate,  and  international  fairs  within 
the  United  States;  $150,000,000,  to  remain  available 
until  December  31,  1949,  for  compliance  with  pro¬ 
grams  under  said  provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Adjust¬ 
ment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  and  the  Act  of  February 
29,  1936,  as  amended,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
1948  programs  carried  out  during  the  period  July  1, 
1947,  to  December  31,  1948,  inclusive:  Provided,  That 
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1  not  to  exceed  $24,500,000  of  the  total  sum  provided 

2  under  this  head  shall  be  available  during  the  current 

3  fiscal  year,  for  salaries  and  other  administrative  expenses 

4  for  carrying  out  such  programs,  including  the  tobacco  and 

5  peanut-marketing  quota  programs,  the  cost  of  aerial  photo- 

6  graphs,  however,  not  to  he  charged  to  such  limitation;  but 

7  not  more  than  $7,000,000  shall  be  transferred  to  the  appro- 
3  priation  account,  “ Administrative  expenses,  section  392,  Ag- 
9  ricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938”:  Provided  further,  That 

10  payments  to  claimants  hereunder  may  be  made  upon  the 

11  certificate  of  the  claimant,  which  certificate  shall  be  in  such 
13  form  as  the  Secretary  may  prescribe,  that  he  has  carried 

13  out  the  conservation  practice  or  practices  and  has 

14  complied  with  all  other  requirements  as  conditions  for 

1®  such  payments  and  that  the  statements  and  informa- 
10  tion  contained  in  the  application  for  payment  are  cor- 
1^  rect  and  true,  to  the  best  of  his  knowledge  and  belief, 
10  under  the  penalties  of  the  Act  of  March  4,  1909,  as  amended 
10  (18  U.  S.  0.  80)  :  Provided  further,  That  none  of  the 

30  funds  herein  appropriated  or  made  available  for  the 

31  functions  assigned  to  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Agency 

33  pursuant  to  the  Executive  Order  Numbered  9069,  of 
^3  February  23,  1942,  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  salaries  or 

34  expenses  of  any  regional  information  employees  or  any 
25  State  or  county  information  employees,  but  this  shall  not 
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1  preclude  the  answering  of  inquiries  or  supplying  of  infor- 

2  mation  to  individual  farmers:  Provided  further,  That  such 

3  amount  shall  be  available  for  salaries  and  other  administra- 

4  tive  expenses  in  connection  with  the  formulation  and  ad- 

5  ministration  of  the  1949  programs  (amounting  to  $225,000,- 

6  000,  including  administration,  and  formulated  on  the  basis  of 

7  a  distribution  of  the  funds  available  for  payments  and  grants 

8  among  the  several  States  in  accordance  with  their  conserva- 

9  tion  needs  as  determined  by  the  Secretary :  Provided  further, 
That  the  proportion  allocated  to  any  State  shall  not  be  re- 

^  duced  more  than  15  per  centum  from  the  1946  distribution 
12  and  that  no  participant  shall  receive  more  than  $500)  of  soil- 
^  building  practices  and  soil-  and  water-conservation  practices, 
^  under  the  Act  of  February  29,  1936,  as  amended,  and  pro- 
15  grams  under  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as 
*  amended;  but  the  payments  or  grants  under  such  program 

1 7 

shall  be  conditioned  upon  the  utilization  of  land  with  respect 

18 

to  which  such  payments  or  grants  are  to  be  made,  in  con- 
foimity  with  farming  practices  which  will  encourage  and 

20 

piovide  for  soil-building  and  soil-  and  water-conserving  prac¬ 
tices  in  the  most  practical  and  effective  manner  and  adapted 

22 

to  conditions  in  the  several  States,  as  determined  and  ap- 

23 

pioved  by  the  State  committee  appointed  pursuant  to  sec- 

24 

tion  8  (b)  of  the  Soil  Conservation  and  Domestic  Allot- 

25 

ment  Act,  as  amended  for  the  respective  States:  Provided 
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further,  That  the  Secretary  may,  in  his  discretion,  from 
time  to  time  transfer  to  the  General  Accounting  Office  such 
sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  pay  administrative  expenses 
of  said  Office  in  auditing  payments  under  this  item :  Provided 
further,  That  such  amounts  shall  he  available  for  the  pur¬ 
chase  of  seeds,  fertilizers,  lime,  trees,  or  any  other  farming 
materials,  or  any  soil-terracing  services,  and  making  grants 
thereof  to  agricultural  producers  to  aid  them  in  carrying 
out  farming  practices  approved  by  the  Secretary  under  pro¬ 
grams  provided  for  herein:  Provided  further,  That  the  Sec¬ 
retary  is  authorized  and  directed  to  make  payments  to 
farmers  who  complied  with  the  terms  and  conditions  of 
the  agricultural  conservation  programs,  formulated  pursuant 
to  sections  7  to  17,  inclusive,  of  the  Soil  Conservation 
and  Domestic  Allotment  Act,  as  amended,  if  the  Secre¬ 
tary  determines  that,  because  of  induction  into  the  armed 
forces  of  the  United  States,  such  farmers  failed  to  file,  or 
were  prevented  from  filing,  applications  for  payment  under 
any  such  program  during  the  period  the  applicable  appro¬ 
priation  for  such  program  was  available  for  obligation,  such 
payments  to  be  made  out  of  the  unobligated  balance  of  the 
appropriation,  “Conservation  and  use  of  agricultural  land 
resources”,  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture  Appropriation 
Act,  1946:  Provided  further,  That  an  application  for  pay¬ 
ment  on  the  prescribed  form  is  filed  by  any  such  farmer  (or 
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the  person  entitled  to. payment  in  case  of  death,  disappear¬ 
ance,  or  incompetency  of  the  farmer  under  regulations  issued 
pursuant  to  section  385  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act 
of  1938,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  0.,  1940  edition,  1385)  ) 
within  one  year  from  the  date  of  his  discharge  from  the 
armed  forces,  or  by  December  31,  1948,  whichever  is 
later:  And  provided  further ,  That  no  part  of  any  funds  avail¬ 
able  to  the  Department,  or  any  bureau,  office,  corporation,  or 
other  agency  constituting  a  part  of  such  Department  shall  be 
used  in  the  current  fiscal  }^ear  for  the  payment  of  salary  or 
travel  expenses  of  any  person  who  has  been  convicted  of 
violating  the  Act  entitled  “An  Act  to  prevent  pernicious 
political  activities”,  approved  August  2,  1939,  as  amended, 
or  who  has  been  found  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  6  of  the  Act  of  July  11,  1919  (18  U.  S.  O.  201) , 
to  have  violated  or  attempted  to  violate  such  section  which 
prohibits  the  use  of  Federal  appropriations  for  the  payment 
of  personal  services  or  other  expenses  designed  to  influence 
in  any  manner  a  Member  of  Congress  to  favor  or  oppose  any 
legislation  or  appropriation  by  Congress  except  upon  request 
of  any  Member  or  through  the  proper  official  channels. 

Sugar  Act 

To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  into  effect  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1948,  approved  August  8,  1947 
(Public  Law  388) ,  including  such  amount  as  is  required 
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to  complete  payments  under  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  IT.  S.  C.  1100-1183),  $72,000,000,  to  re¬ 
main  available  until  June  30,  1950:  Provided,  That  ex¬ 
penditures  (including  transfers)  from  this  appropriation  for 
other  than  payments  to  sugar  producers  shall  not  exceed 
$1,385,545. 

National  School  Lunch  Act 

To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
the  National  School  Lunch  Act  of  June  4,  1946  (Public 
Law  396),  there  is  hereby  made  available  $65,000,000  of 
the  funds  appropriated  for  the  fiscal  year  1949  by  section  32 
of  the  Act  approved  August  24,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  612  (c)  ) , 
such  amount  to  be  without  regard  to  the  25  per  centum 
limitation  contained  in  said  section  32,  and  to  be  exclusive 
of  funds  expended  in  accordance  with  the  last  sentence  of 
section  9  of  the  National  School  Lunch  Act:  Provided,  That 
no  part  of  such  funds  shall  be  used  for  nonfood  assistance 
under  section  5  of  said  Act. 

Marketing  Services 

Por  expenses  necessary,  including  not  to  exceed 
$2,187,827  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
in  conducting  investigations,  experiments,  and  demonstrations, 
as  follows : 

9 

Market  news  service:  Por  collecting,  publishing,  and 
distributing,  by  telegraph,  mail,  or  otherwise,  timely  inf  or- 
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mation  on  the  market  supply  and  demand,  commercial 
movement,  location,  disposition,  quality,  condition,  and  mar¬ 
ket  prices  of  livestock,  meats,  fish,  and  animal  products, 
dairy  and  poultry  products  (including  broilers) ,  fruits  and 
vegetables,  peanuts  and  their  products,  grain,  hay,  feeds, 
cottonseed,  and  seeds,  and  other  agricultural  products, 
$1,667,250. 

Market  inspection  of  farm  products:  For  the  investi¬ 
gation  and  certification,  in  one  or  more  jurisdictions,  to 
shippers  and  other  interested  parties  of  the  class,  quality, 
and  condition  of  any  agricultural  commodity  or  food 
product,  whether  raw,  dried,  canned,  or  otherwise  processed, 
and  any  product  containing  an  agricultural  commodity 
or  derivative  thereof  when  offered  for  interstate  shipment 
or  when  received  at  such  important  central  markets  as 
the  Secretary  may  from  time  to  time  designate,  or  at 
points  which  may  be  conveniently  reached  therefrom  under 
such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  including 
payment  of  such  fees  as  will  be  reasonable  and  as  nearly 
as  may  be  to  cover  the  cost  for  the  service  rendered, 
$712,000. 

Marketing  farm  products:  For  acquiring  and  diffusing 

among  the  people  of  the  United  States  useful  information 

% 

relative  to  the  needed  supplies,,  standardization,  classification, 
grading,  preparation  for  market,  handling,  transportation, 
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storage,  and  marketing  of  farm  and  food  products,  including 
the  demonstration  and  promotion  of  tlie  use  of  uniform 
standards  of  classification  of  American  farm  and  food  products 
throughout  the  world,  for  making  analyses  of  cotton  fiber 
as  provided  by  the  Act  of  April  7,  1941  (7  U.  S.  0.  473d) , 
for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  section  201  (a)  to  201 
(d),  inclusive,  of  title  II  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  of  1938  (7  U.  S.  0.  1291) ,  and  for  coordinating  nutri¬ 
tion  services  made  available  by  Federal,  State,  and  other 
agencies,  including  not  to  exceed  $10,000  for  employment 
pursuant  to  the  second  sentence  of  section  706  (a) ,  of  the 
Organic  Act  of  1944  (5  U.  S.  C.  541b),  as  amended  by 
section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  0.  55a) , 
and  not  to  exceed  $20,000  for  transportation  and  other 
necessary  expenses  including  not  to  exceed  $10  per  diem 
of  persons  serving  without  compensation  while  away  from 
their  homes  or  regular  places  of  business ;  printing  and  bind¬ 
ing;  and  not  to  exceed  $150  for  newspapers,  $1,084,500: 
Provided,  That  the  Secretary  may  make  available  to  any 
bureau,  office,  or  agency  of  the  Department  such  amounts 
from  this  appropriation  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the 
functions  for  which  this  appropriation  is  made,  and  any  such 
amounts  shall  be  in  addition  to  amounts  transferred  or 
otherwise  made  available  to  appropriation  items  in  this  Act. 

Tobacco  Acts:  To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of 
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1  the  Act  to  establish  and  promote  the  use  of  standards  of 

2  classification  for  tobacco,  to  provide  and  maintain  an  official 

3  tobacco-inspection  service,  approved  August  23,  1935  (7 

4  U.  S.  C.  511-511q),  the  Act  to  provide  for  the  collection 

5  and  publication  of  statistics  of  tobacco  by  the  Department, 

6  approved  January  14,  1929  (7  U.  S.  0.  501-508),  as 

7  amended,  and  the  Act  to  prohibit  the  exportation  of  tobacco 

8  seed  and  plants,  approved  June  5,  1940  (7  U.  S.  0.  516) , 

9  $1,552,000. 

19  Cotton  Statistics,  Classing,  Standards  and  Futures  Acts: 
11  To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Act  authorizing 
13  the  Secretary  to  collect  and  publish  statistics  of  the  grade 

13  and  staple  length  of  cotton,  approved  March  3,  1927,  as 

14  amended  by  the  Act  of  April  13,  1937  (7  II.  S.  C.  471- 

15  476) ,  and  to  perform  the  duties  imposed  upon  him  by  chap- 
1G  ter  14  of  the  Internal  Eevenue  Code  relating  to  cotton 

17  futures  (26  U.  S.  C.  1920-1935),  and  to  carry  into  effect 

18  the  provisions  of  the  United  States  Cotton  Standards  Act, 

19  approved  March  4,  1923,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  51-65), 

20  $1,399,000. 

21  Marketing  regulatory  acts:  For  expenses  necessary  to 

22  cairy  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Perishable  Agricultural 

23  Commodities  Act,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  499a-499r) ,  the 
2^  Act  to  prevent  the  destruction  or  dumping  of  farm  produce 

(7  U.  S.  C.  491-497),  the  Act  to  provide  standards  for 
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baskets  and  containers  for  fruits  and  vegetables,  as  amended 
( 15  U.  S.  0.  251-256) ,  the  Act  to  fix  standards  for  hampers, 
round  stave  baskets,  and  splint  baskets  for  fruits  and  vege¬ 
tables  (15  U.  S.  0.  257-257i) ,  the  Act  to  provide  export 
standards  for  apples  and  pears  (7  U.  S.  C.  581-589),  the 
United  States  Grain  Standards  Act  (7  U.  S.  0.  71-87), 
the  United  States  Warehouse  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  241-273), 
the  Federal  Seed  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  1551-1610) ,  the  Packers 
and  Stockyards  Act,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  0.  181-229), 
the  Naval  Stores  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  91-99) ,  and  the  Federal 
Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act  of  June  25, 
1947  (Public  Law  104) ,  $3,178,350. 

COMMODITY  EXCHANGE  AUTHORITY 
Commodity  Exchange  Act:  To  enable  the  Secretary  to 
carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Commodity  Exchange 
Act,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  1— 17a) ,  including  not  to 
exceed  $153,000  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  $530,000. 

FARMERS’  HOME  ADMINISTRATION 
For  expenses  necessary,  including  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia,  to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions 
of  titles  I,  II,  and  the  related  provisions  of  title  IV  of  the 
Bankhead- Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  1000-1029) , 
as  amended,  the  Farmers’  Home  Administration  Act  of  1946 
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1  (Public  Law  731),  approved  August  14,  1946,  and  Public 

2  Law  563,  approved  July  30,  1946,  as  follows: 

3  Loans:  Title  I  and  section  43  (including  payments  in 

4  lieu  of  taxes  and  taxes  under  section  50) ,  $15,000,000;  title 

5  II,  $60,000,000. 

6  Salaries  and  expenses:  For  the  making  and  servicing  of 

7  new  loans,  insuring  mortgages,  the  servicing  and  collecting 

8  of  loans  made  under  prior  authority,  and  the  liquidation  of 

9  assets  transferred  to  Fanners’  Home  Administration  pursuant 
10  to  the  Farmers’  Home  Administration  Act  of  1946, 
H  $22,000,000,  together  with  a  transfer  to  this  appropriation 
42  item  of  not  to  exceed  $120,000  of  the  fees  and  administra- 

13  tive  expense  charges  made  available  by  subsections  (d)  and 

14  (e)  of  section  12  of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act, 
45  as  amended. 

16  WATER  FACILITIES,  ARID  AND  SEMIARID 

17  AREAS 

18  To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Act  to  promote 
4Q  conservation  in  the  arid  and  semiarid  areas  of  the  United 

20  States  by  aiding  in  the  development  of  facilities  for  water 

21  storage  and  utilization,  approved  August  28,  1937,  as 

22  amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  590r-590x,  590z-5) ,  $1,750,000,  of 
22  which  not  to  exceed  $11,000  may  be  expended  for  personal 
24  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 
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RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION  ADMINISTRATION 

To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Rural  Electri¬ 
fication  Act  of  1936,  approved  May  20,  1936,  as  amended 
(7  U.  S.  C.  901-915,  as  amended  by  the  Act  of  July  30, 
1947  (Public  Law  266)  ) ,  as  follows: 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  administrative  expenses, 
including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  not 
to  exceed  $500  for  newspapers;  and  not  to  exceed  $500  for 
financial  and  credit  reports ;  $5,000,000. 

Loans:  For  loans  in  accordance  with  sections  3,  4,  and  5 
of  said  Act,  and  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  section  7 
thereof,  $400,000,000,  to  be  borrowed  from  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section 
3  (a)  of  said  Act. 

GENERAL  PROVISIONS— DEPARTMENT  OF 

AGRICULTURE 

Sec.  2.  No  funds  appropriated  or  made  available  under 
this  title  shall  he  used  to  pay  the  compensation  or  expenses 
of  any  officer  or  employee  of  the  Department  or  any  bureau, 
office,  agency,  or  service  of  the  Department,  or  any  corpora¬ 
tion,  institution,  or  association  supervised  thereby,  who  makes 
or  approves,  or  directs  or  authorizes  the  approval  of,  any 
loan  or  advance  by  the  Regional  Agricultural  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration  of  Washington,  District  of  Columbia,  unless  such 
loan  or  advance  (1)  is  for  the  purpose  of  protecting  the 


58 


1  security  for  or  assisting  in  the  collection  of  a  loan  or  advance 

2  theretofore  made  by  the  Corporation,  or  (2)  is  for  use  in  and 

3  confined  to  a  specific  area  or  region  in  which  the  Secretary 

4  of  Agriculture  shall  have  found  that  such  loans  for  specified 

5  agricultural  purposes  and  for  limited  time  periods  are  neces- 

6  sary  because  of  economic  emergencies  or  production  disasters. 

7  All  loans  and  advances  made  pursuant  to  this  section  will 

8  carry  the  full  personal  liability  of  the  borrower,  shall  be 

9  secured  by  crops  or  livestock  and  such  additional  collateral 
19  as  is  deemed  necessary  to  afford  reasonable  assurance  of 
f  1  repayment,  and  will  be  accompanied  by  a  certificate  of  refusal 

12  of  the  loan  or  advance  by  a  local  bank  or  the  production 

13  credit  association  serving  the  area. 

Sec.  3.  Within  the  unit  limit  of  cost  fixed  by  law  the 
lump-sum  appropriations  made  for  the  Department  under 
79  this  title  shall  be  available  for  the  purchase  of  passenger 

77  motoi  vehicles,  and  for  the  hire  of  such  vehicles,  necessary 

78  in  the  conduct  of  the  work  of  the  Department  outside  the 

19  District  of  Columbia,  but  the  number  of  such  vehicles  pur- 

20  chased  or  otherwise  acquired  for  all  the  activities  of  the 

21  Department  for  which  appropriations  are  made  under  such 
title  shall  not  exceed  the  total  number  indicated  for  purchase 
by  the  Department  under  the  statements  of  proposed  expendi- 

2<7  tures  for  purchase  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles  in 
2^  the  Budget. 
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1  Sec.  4.  Provisions  of  law  prohibiting  or  restricting  the 

2  employment  of  aliens  shall  not  apply  to  ( 1 )  the  temporary 

3  employment  of  translators  when  competent  citizen  translators 

4  are  not  available;  (2)  emplojunent  in  cases  of  emergency 

5  of  persons  in  the  field  service  of  the  Department  for  periods 

6  of  not  more  than  sixty  days;  and  (3)  employment  under 

7  the  appropriation  for  the  Office  of  Foreign  Agricultural 

8  Relations. 

9  Sec.  5.  Appropriations  made  in  this  title  shall  be  avail- 

10  able  for  health  service  programs  as  authorized  by  law  (5 

11  U.S.C.  150). 

12  Sec.  6.  Appropriations  and  other  funds  available  to  the 

13  Department  during  the  current  fiscal  year  (except  those 
11  appropriated  or  authorized  in  title  II  of  this  Act  for  such 
-*5  fiscal  year)  shall  be  available  for  the  payment  of  claims  pur- 
10  suant  to  section  403  of  the  Federal  Tort  Claims  Act  (28 
17  U.S.C.921). 

Sec.  7.  No  part  of  any  appropriation  contained  in  this 
I9  title  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  salary  or  wages  of  any  person 
29  who  engages  in  a  strike  against  the  Government  of  the  United 

21  States  or  who  is  a  member  of  an  organization  of  Government 

22  employees  that  asserts  the  right  to  strike  against  the  Govern- 
^3  ment  of  the  United  States,  or  who  advocates,  or  is  a  member 
21  of  an  organization  that  advocates,  the  overthrow  of  the 
2^  Government  of  the  United  States  by  force  or  violence:  Pro- 
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1  vided,  That  for  the  purposes  hereof  an  affidavit  shall  be  con- 

2  sidered  prima  facie  evidence  that  the  person  making  the 

3  affidavit  has  not  contrary  to  the  provisions  of  this  section 

4  engaged  in  a  strike  against  the  Government  of  the  United 

5  States,  is  not  a  member  of  an  organization  of  Government 

6  employees  that  asserts  the  right  to  strike  against  the  Govem- 

7  ment  of  the  United  States,  or  that  such  person  does  not  ad- 

8  vocate,  and  is  not  a  member  of  an  organization  that  advocates, 

9  the  overthrow  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  by 
10  force  or  violence :  Provided  further,  That  such  administrative 
'll  or  supervisory  employees  of  the  Department  as  may  be  desig- 

12  nated  for  the  purpose  by  the  Secretary  are  hereby  authorized 

13  to  administer  the  oaths  to  persons  making  affidavits  required 

14  by  this  section,  and  they  shall  charge  no  fee  for  so  doing: 

15  Provided  further,  That  any  person  who  engages  in  a  strike 

16  against  the  Government  of  the  United  States  or  who  is  a 

17  member  of  an  organization  of  Government  employees  that 

18  asserts  the  right  to  strike  against  the  Government  of  the 

19  United  States,  or  who  advocates,  or  who  is  a  member  of  an 

20  organization  that  advocates,  the  overthrow  of  the  Govern- 

21  ment  of  the  United  States  by  force  or  violence  and  accepts 

22  employment  the  salary  or  wages  for  which  are  paid  from 

23  any  appropriation  contained  in  this  title  shall  be  guilty  of  a 

24  felony  and,  upon  conviction,  shall  be  fined  not  more  than 
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$1,000  or  imprisoned  for  not  more  than  one  year,  or  both: 
Provided  further,  That  the  above  penalty  clause  shall  be  in 
addition  to,  and  not  in  substitution  for,  any  other  provisions 
of  existing  law:  Provided  further,  That  nothing  in  this  sec¬ 
tion  shall  be  construed  to  require  an  affidavit  from  any  person 
employed  for  less  than  sixty  days  for  sudden  emergency  work 
involving  the  loss  of  human  life  or  destruction  of  property, 
and  payment  of  salary  or  wages  may  be  made  to  such  persons 
from  applicable  appropriations  for  services  rendered  in  such 
emergency  without  execution  of  the  affidavit  contemplated  by 
this  section. 

Sec.  8.  Limitations  on  amounts  to  be  expended  for  per¬ 
sonal  services  under  appropriations  in  this  Act  shall  not 
apply  to  lump-sum  leave  payments  pursuant  to  the  Act  of 
December  21,  1944  (5  U.  S.  C.  61b— e ) . 

Sec.  9.  This  Act  may  be  cited  as  the  “Department  of 
Agriculture  Appropriation  Act,  1949”. 

TITLE  II— GOVERNMENT  CORPORATIONS 
Sec.  201.  The  following  sums  are  appropriated,  out 
of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated, 
for  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation  for  the  current 
fiscal  year,  namely: 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  FEDERAL  CROP  INSURANCE  ACT 
Operating  expenses:  For  operating  and  administrative 
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expenses,  $3,725,000,  including  not  to  exceed  $700  for 
newspapers. 

Sec.  202.  The  following  corporations  are  hereby  author¬ 
ized  to  make  such  expenditures,  within  the  limits  of  funds 
and  borrowing  authority  available  to  each  such  corporation 
and  in  accord  with  law,  and  to  make  such  contracts  and  com¬ 
mitments  without  regard  to  fiscal  year  limitations  as  pro¬ 
vided  by  section  104  of  the  Government  Corporation  Control 
Act,  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the  programs  set 
forth  in  the  budget  for  the  current  fiscal  year  for  each  such 
corporation,  except  as  hereinafter  provided: 

administrative  expenses,  commodity  credit 

CORPORATION 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation:  Nothing  in  this  Act 
shall  be  so  construed  as  to  prevent  the  Commodity  Credit 
Coipoiation  fiom  carrying  out  any  activity  or  any  program 
authorized  by  law :  Provided,  That  not  to  exceed 
$7,575,000  shall  be  available  for  administrative  expenses 
of  the  Corporation,  including  not  to  exceed  $400  for 
peiiodicals,  maps,  and  newspapers:  Provided  further, 
That  all  neccesary  expenses  (including  legal  and  special 
services  performed  on  a  contract  or  fee  basis,  but  not 
including  other  personal  services)  in  connection  with 
the  acquisition,  operation,  maintenance,  improvement,  or 
disposition  of  any  real  or  personal  property  belonging 


25 


63 


1  to  the  Corporation  or  in  which  it  has  an  interest,  includ- 

2  ing  expenses  of  collections  of  pledged  collateral,  shall  be 

3  considered  as  nonadministrative  expenses  for  the  purposes 

4  hereof. 

5  Sec.  203.  The  authorities,  restrictions,  and  prohibitions 

6  specified  under  the  head  “General  provisions”  in  the  Govern- 

7  ment  Corporations  Appropriations  Act,  1949,  shall  be  ap- 

8  pli cable  to  title  II  of  this  Act. 

Passed  the  House  of  Representatives  March  18,  1948. 

Attest:  JOHN  ANDREWS, 

Clerk. 
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GHLIGHTS:  Senate  committee  reported  agricultural  appropriation  hill.  Senate  con— 
ittee  agreed  to  report  with  amendments  Aiken  lo fig- range  farm  program  hill.  Senate 
onnittee  reported  measure  to  investigate  foot-and-mouth  disease.  Rep.  Murray  (Wis») 
lained  administration  ha£  '’antilivestock  attitude." 

SENATE 

.  AGRICULTURAL  APPROPRIATION  3 ILL,  1949*  The  Appropriations  Committee  reported  . 
with  amendments  this  hill,  H.R.  5603  (S.Rept.  1203)  (p*  5000). 

The  Senate  Committee  hill  contains  a  net  increase  of  $34,736,025  over  the 
amount  carried  in  the  House  hill.  The  committee  approved  the  recommendations 
of  the  House  authorizing  the  formulation  of  a  1949  Agricultural  Conservation 
Program  amounting  to  $225,000,000,  hut  raised  the  maximum  amount  that  any  parti¬ 
cipant  may  receive  from  0500  to  $750 o 

The  following  significant  changes  in  the  House  hill  were  recommended  hy  the 
Senate  Committee:  Net  increase  of  $3,200,000  for  the  Research  and  Marketing 
Act  consisting  of  (l)  a.n  increase  of  $1,500,000  for  payments  to  states  under 
sec.  9;  (2)  increase  of  $1,000,000  for  utilization  research  under  sec.  10  (a); 
<3)  increase  of  $900,0^0  for  research  other  than  utilization  under  sec.  10  (b); 
and  (4)  a  decrease  of  $1,0^0,000  for  marketing  research  and  services  under 
title  II;  deletion  of  language  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  en- 
•  ploy,  in  any  position  in  the  Department,  not  to  exceed  ton  persons  at  an  annual 
rate  not  in  excess  of  $15,000;  provision  for  direct  appropriation  of  $11,500,000 
for  Meat  Inspection  in  lieu  of  financing  this  service  hy  fees  charged  packers; 
increase  of  $2,000,000  under  the  Extension  Service  for  payments  to  States  to 
..  complete  the  final  increment  authorized  hy  the  Dankhe ad-Flannagan  Act;  increase 
of  $500,000  for  Soil  Conservation  Research  with  a  corresponding  reduction  for 
fip orations;  provision  that  not  to  exceed  $50n,oca  of  Section  32  func.s  nay  he 
used  to  pay  any  subsidy,  benefit,  or  indemnity  to  manufacturers  of  or  c.ealers  m 
insulation  products;  restoration  of  tho  Dudget  estimate  for  JuIA  production  and 
subsistence  loans  (+$15,000,000)  and  DAE  economic  investigations  (+$S3, 500) ; 
restoration  of  $200,000  of  the  Du  Ago  t  increase  of  $336,292  for  payments  to  State 
Cxo erinent  stations  under  the  Dankhcad-r Jones  Act.  Other  increases  over  the 
hill  include  $750, ""00  for  control  of  emergency  outbreaks  of  insects  and  plant 
diseases;  $474, S25  for  national  forest  protection  and  management;  $272,000  for 
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for  forest  research;  $300,0^0  for  forest  highways;  $100,000  for  the  Office  of 
Solicitor;  $250,000  for  management  of  Land  Use  projects;  $450,000  for  salaries 
and  expenses,  Rural  Electrification  Adninistrat ion;  and  $20,000  for  Market  Hews 
Service. 

Excerpts  fron  oonnittee  report: 

"Appropriations  to  the  Department  of  Agriculture  are  for  the  benefit  of  all 
of  the  people  of  the  Hat ion.  These  appropriations  support  agricultural  research 
and  education,  and  maintain  many  vital  services  to  producers,  processors,  and  dis¬ 
tributors'  of  agricultural  products.  These  activities  increase  the  production  of 
essential  foods,  fibers,  forest  products,  and  other  important-  agricultural  pro¬ 
ducts,  and  facilitate  their  processing  and  distribution  to  all  the  people." 

"The  committee  recommends  the  deletion  of  the  paragraph  inserted  by  the 
House  to  allow  the  Secretary  to  employ  10  persons  in  special  executive  and  spec¬ 
ial  professional  grades  at  annual  compensation  not  to  exceed  $15$ 000 .  The  con-  • 
mittee  recognizes  the  need  for  salary  increases,  but  feels  that  such  raising  of 
the  statutory  $10,000  salary  colling  should  be  accomplished  by  general  legisla¬ 
tion  to  cover  all  agencies  of  the  Government,  rather  than  by  means  ’of  provisions  . 
in  appropriation  bills  for  each  department  or  agency." 

Research  and  Marketing  Act.  'The  committee  recommends  an  increase  of 
$3,200,000  for  the  purposes  of  the  research  and  marketing  Act  of  1946.  The  tes¬ 
timony  before  the  committee  confirms  the  observations  of  individual  members  that 
the  benefits  of  agricultural  research  are  many  times  gr coder  than  its  costs. 

"Testimony  and  correspondence  received  by  the  committee  indicate  that  these 
amounts  would  be  used  efficiently.  In  fact  some  phases  of  rcsce.rch  initiated  un¬ 
der  title  I  of  the  o.ct  will  need  to  be  curtailed  unloss  additional  funds  are  made 
available.  Furthermore,  they  are  urgently  needed  to  solve  many  critical  agricul¬ 
tural  production  and  utilization  problems;  The  following  list  indicates  some  of 
the  serious  problems  presented  in  letters  and  testimony; 

"Formosan  fruit  fly;  melon  fly;  mango  fruit  fly?  Mediterranean  fruit  fly; 
wheat  stem  sawfly;  diseases  of  gladiolus  and  chrysanthemums;  virus  diseases  of 
stone  fruits,  peas,  and  beans;  tobacco  insects;  new  problems  in  potato  production 
and  utilization;  effects  of  new  insecticides  on  honey  bees;  and  investigations 
concerning  the  uses  of  newly  irrigated  lands. 

"The  committee  believes  that  the  problems  suggested  by  the  above  list  nay 
properly  be  attacked  by  the  Research  and  Marketing  Administration*  Because  of 
the  apparent  urgency  of  these  problems  the  committee  believes  they  should  receive 
priority  over  many  other  types  of  research  under  the  RMA.  The  committee , therefore, 
does  not  recommend  any  specific  increases  in  am--ropr iat i^n  or  earmark  any  funds 
for  these  purposes,  but  refers  the  problems  to  the  RMA  and  its  respective  advisory 
committees  where  they  will  receive  careful  attention  and  consideration  according 
to  their  relative  importance  with  one  another  and  with  other  important  problems." 

B .A.E.  "This  Bureau  collects  and  analyses  statistical  and  other  economic  in¬ 
formation  especially  related  to  agriculture.  Information  developed  'by  the  Bureau 
is  widely  used  by  farm  organizations,  educational  agencies,  private  business  firms, 
Government  agencies,  and  Congress.  This  information  influences  the  expenditure 
and  appropriations  of  many  millions  of  dollars  of  private  and  public  funds.  The 
Bureau  appears  to  be  efficiently  operated.  It  should  havo  the  additional  amount 
recommended  in  order  to  be  able  to  render  prompt  and  reliable  service." 

Extension  Service.  "Testimony  before  the  committee  revealed  that  Federal  ap¬ 
propriations  for  salary  increases  to  extension  workers  havo  been  much  smaller 
than  salary  increases  granted  to  direct  employees  of  the  Department  of  Agricul* 
ture.  Therefore  it  is  the  intention  of  the  committee  that  one-half  of  this  final 
increment  may  be  used  to  provide  for  extension  workers  salary  increases  which 
will  compensate  in  pert  for  salary  increases  to  direct  employees  of  the  USDA, 
many  of  whom  arc  working  in  the  same  communities  as  the  extension  workers." 

Meat  Inspection.  "An  appropriation  of  $11,500,000  is  recommended  for  meat 
inspection  services.  This  increase  is  necessary  to  return  the  costs  of  Federal 
inspection  of  meat  to  the  Government,  as  it  was  prior  to  July  1,  1947.  This  ac¬ 
tion  is  in  line  with  the  intent  of  the  Senate  in" passing  the  bill,  S.  2256,  on 
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April  12,  last.  The  sane  hill  has  been  favorably  reported  by. the  House  Agricul¬ 
ture  Connittcc.  It  is  the  intent  of  the  connittee  to  provide  funds  for  the 
Federal  inspection  of  neat  whether  or  not  S.  2256  becones  law* 11 

..  Forest  Service.  "It  is  the  intent  of  the  connittee  that  tiic  Forest  Ser¬ 
vice  nay  use  a  portion  of  the  funds  appropriated  to  it  to  roducc  inductive  in¬ 
terference  on  its  telephone  lines  caused  by  REA  electric  lines." 

Soil  Conservation  Service*  "An  increase  in  appropriations  for  soil-con¬ 
servation  research  fron  that  reconnendod  by  the  House  has  been  advis  cd  by  the 
Soil  Conservation  Service,  the  National  Association  of  Soil  Conservation  Dis¬ 
tricts,,  and  other  well-qualified  witnesses.  The  additional  funds  for  research 
axe  necessary  to  discover  the  nost  practical  methods  of  conserving  the  many  dif¬ 
ferent  types  of' soils  which,  also,  show  variations  in  deterioration.  A  better 
knowledge  of  the  practical  results  of  various  soil-conservation  practices  is 
essential  to  assure  that  the  Nation  will  receive  the  maximum  benefit  from  the 
many  millions  of  dollars  annually  appropriated  by  Congress  for  conservation 
payments  and  technical  services  to  farmers, " 
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2*  EARM  PROGRAM,  The  Daily  Digest  states  that  the  Agriculture  and  Forestry  Com¬ 
mittee  voted  to  report  with  amendnents  ("but  did  not  actually  report)  S»  23" J 
the  Aiken  longprange  farm  program  “bill'  (p.  D47.2), 

V 

3*  FOOT— AND-MOUTH  DISEASE,  The  Agriculture  and  Forestry  Committee  reported^ with 
amendments ■  S,  Res,  223»  authorizing  a  full  and  complete  invest igat ion/of  pro¬ 
lens' of  foot-and-mouth  disease  (S.Rept.  1276)  (p.  5200),  To  Rules  gM  Adminis¬ 
tration  Committee* 


3. 


4. 


s, 


RECLAMAT ION*  The  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee  reported^ with  amendment 
S*  1336,  authorizing  modifications  in  the  repayment  contracts  jftith  the  lower 
Yellowstone 'irrigation  district  (S*Rept*  1277)  (p.  5800). 

The  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee  reported  without  amendment 
S.„  2346,  to  provide  for  the  distribution  among  Colo,,  N,Mq£.,  Utah,'  and  Wyo • 
of  the  receipts  W”  the  Colo.  River  Development  Fund  (s.Rpbt.  1270)  (pc  5800)* 
The  InteriorVnd  Insular  Affairs  Committee  reported*  without  amendment  S. 
19?7*  to  authorize  "the  Secretary  of  Interior  to  construct  the  Preston  Federal 
project,  Idaho,  in  a^or dance  with  the  Federal  reclamation  laws  (S.Reot.  1274) 

(p.  5800). 


f 


WATER  UTILIZATION*  The  Interior  and  Insular  Affc^rs  Committee  reported  with 
amendment  S.  1445,  grant i rig  the  consent  of. Congress  to  Idaho  and  Wyoming  to 
negotiate  and  enter  into  a  Compact  for  the  division  of  the  \;atcrs  of  the  Snake 
River  and  its  tributaries  originating  in  cipher  of  the  two  States  and  flowing 
into,  the  other  ( S.Rept.  1269)  %)•  5800). 


¥ 


LANDS.  The  Interior  and  Insular  Affair sJConnit tee  reported  without  amendment 
H.R.  446l,  approving  the  porformand^  the  field  of  certain  functions  relating 
to  public  lands  ( S.Rept.  1273)  (p. 


6.  SELECTIVE  SERVICE*  The  Armed  Services  (D^mnittee  reported  without  amendment 


S.  2655,  the  proposed  Selective  Service  \id  Training  Act  of  1948  (S.Rcnt.  1268) 

(p.  5800). 


7.  TRANSPORTATION,  ^  The  conferee^  were  appointedVn  S.  110,  to  amend  the  Interstate 


Commerce  Act  with  respect  tp  certain  agreements  between  carriers  (p.  5802). 
House  conferees  not  yet  appointed. 


PAYMENTS  IN  LIEU  OF  TAXES,  S.  582  as  reported  (seeSDigest  84)  establishes  a  new 
principel  and  procedure  to  govern  payments  to  St  a/tosSt  territories,  and  Insular 
Governments  in  lieu  dT  taxes  for  National  forests  lah&s  situated  therein,  by 
setting  such  payments  at  lfo  of  the  fair  value  of  all  National  forest  lands  as 
determined  by  the^-Sccrctary,  plus  37"§$  of  all  revenues  derived  from  "oermits, 
licenses,  or  leases  for  the  extraction  of  mineral  rosourede  by  or  under  author¬ 
ity  of  the  Secretary;  requires  the  determination  of  the  f aik  value  of  all 
National  forest  lands  by  the  end  of  the  third  fiscal  year  following  enactment 
of ^ the  bill ‘/requires  adjustment  each  year  thereafter  of  the  original  determin¬ 
ation  nccopeing. to  the  value  of  lands  added  or  withdrawn  from  National  forost 
status;  r/quircs  redeternination  each  10  years  thereafter;  and  provides  for 
appeal  y>  the  U.S.  District  Court  when  a  State  or  county  is  dissat'isf ied  with 
the  determination  of  value  by  the  Secretary. 


HOUSE 


9*  IMRY  INDUSTRY;  LIVESTOCK.  Rep.  Murray,  Wis.,  stated  that  the  national  milk 
./production  report  indicates  that  the  trend  in  milk  production  is  downward  and 
ooid  that  the  ^antilivestock  attitude  of  the  present  administration,  tha.t  iS- 
so  allergic  to  the  da?ry  industry,  is  shown  by  the  fact  that  they  have  not  up  ’' 
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Calendar  No.  1327 

j  Report 


80th  Congress  ) 

SENATE 

j  Report 

2d  /Session  j 

1  No.  1283 

AGRICULTURAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1949 


May  12  Legislative  Day,  May  10,  1948,  Ordered  to  be  printed 


Mr.  Brooks,  from  the  Committee  on  Appropriations,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT 

[To  accompany  H.  R.  5883] 

The  Committee  on  Appropriations  to  whom  was  referred  the  hill 
(H.  R.  5883)  making  appropriations  for  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1949,  and  for  other  purposes, 
report  the  same  to  the  Senate  with  various  amendments  and  present 
herewith  information  relative  to  the  changes  made: 


Amount  of  bill  as  passed  House _ $545,  533,  453 

Amount  of  increase  by  Senate  committee  (net) _  34,  736,  825 

Amount  of  bill  as  reported  to  Senate _  580,  270,  278 

Amount  of  appropriations,  1948 _ _  632,  526,  651 

Amount  of  estimates  for  1949 _ 1  636,  412,  090 

The  bill  as  reported  to  the  Senate: 

Under  the  appropriations  for  1948 _  52,  256,  373 

Under  the  estimates  for  1949 _  56,  141,  812 


1  Includes  $1,079,610  supplemental  estimate  in  S.  Doc.  150. 

GENERAL  STATEMENT 

Appropriations  to  the  Department  of  Agriculture  are  for  the  benefit 
of  all  of  the  people  of  the  Nation.  These  appropriations  support 
agricultural  research  and  education,  and  maintain  many  vital  services 
to  producers,  processors,  and  distributors  of  agricultural  products. 
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These  activities  increase  the  production  of  essential  foods,  fibers, 
forest  products,  and  other  important  agricultural  products,  and  facili¬ 
tate  their  processing  and  distribution  to  all  the  people. 

Testimony  and  letters  received  by  the  committee  revealed  many 
worthy  activities  which  properly  could  be  supported  by  Federal  funds. 
Unfortunately  only  a  few  of  these  could  be  provided  for  in  the  bill. 
Many  others  could  not  be  provided  for  because  of  the  limitation  of 
Federal  funds,  available  manpower,  supplies,  and  facilities.  The 
Federal  Government  must  limit  its  expenditures  for  reasons  similar 
to  those  which  limit  expenditures  by  individuals.  Furthermore, 
increased  Federal  appropriations  do  not  necessarily  increase  the  total 
amount  of  goods  and  services  available  to  the  people.  Under  present 
conditions  of  virtually  full  employment  increased  appropriations  for 
Federal  activities  have  the  effect  of  diverting  workers  from  private 
enterprise  to  public  projects  and  pay  rolls.  This  is  undesirable  unless 
the  diversion  will  greatly  increase  the  total  production  of  goods  and 
services  for  the  use  of  the  people  of  the  Nation.  With  these  facts  in 
mind  the  committee  has  recommended  increases  above  the  amount 
allowed  by  the  House  for  only  the  most  urgent  needs  and  for  the  most 
productive  purposes. 

In  general  the  bill  received  from  the  House  is  a  very  reasonable  one. 
For  the  most  part  the  committee  recommends  support  of  the  items  and 
amounts  as  passed  by  the  House.  Changes  are  recommended  only 
where  reliable  testimony  or  evidence  indicate  a  definite  need  for  a 
substantial  change  in  the  bill. 

The  committee  recommends  direct  appropriations  totaling,  in 
round  numbers,  $580,000,000.  This  amount  is  $34,000,000,  or  6  per¬ 
cent,  more  than  the  amount  in  the  bill  as  passed  by  the  House.  On 
the  other  hand,  the  recommended  appropriations  total  $56,000,000,  or 
nearly  9  percent,  less  than  the  budget  estimates  for  1949,  and  $52,000,- 
000,  or  about  8  percent,  less  than  the  actual  appropriations  in  thel948 

The  following  table  shows,  in  addition  to  direct  appropriations,  the 
permanent  appropriations  and  loan  authorizations  available  to  the 
Department  for  1949: 
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OFFICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 

The  committee  supports  the  amount  provided  in  the  bill  as  it  passed 
the  House  for  the  Office  of  the  Secretary. 

The  committee  recommends  the  deletion  of  the  paragraph  inserted 
by  the  House  to  allow  the  Secretary  to  employ  10  persons  in  special 
executive  and  special  professional  grades  at  annual  compensation 
not  to  exceed  $15,000.  The  committee  recognizes  the  need  for  salary 
increases,  but  feels  that  such  raising  of  the  statutory  $10,000  salary 
ceiling  should  be  accomplished  by  general  legislation  to  cover  ail 
agencies  of  tne  Government,  rather  than  by  means  of  provisions  in 
appropriation  bills  for  each  department  or  agency. 

RESEARCH  AND  MARKETING  ACT 

The  committee  recommends  an  increase  of  $3,200,000  for  the 
purposes  of  the  Research  and  Marketing  Act  of  1946.  The  testimony 
before  the  committee  confirms  the  observations  of  individual  members 
that  the  benefits  of  agricultural  research  are  many  times  greater  than 
its  costs.  For  example,  the  development  of  hybrid  corn  has  resulted 
in  increased  annual  production  which  exceeds  in  value  the  costs  of 
the  annual  agricultural  research  in  the  Nation. 

The  committee  recommends  a  partial  restoration  and  a  distribution 
of  the  increase  in  funds  as  authorized  by  the  Research  and  Marketing- 
Act. 

This  act  was  given  careful  consideration  by  Congress.  It  was 
passed  with  almost  unanimous  approval  in  each  house.  The  purpose 
of  the  act  is  to  provide  for  agriculture  a  research  program  that  will 
be  moie  nearly  comparable  to  that  which  is  carried  on  in  other  major 
industries.  It  authorizes  a  5-year  expansion  in  agricultural  research. 
An  expanded  research  program  is  necessary  to  insure  adequate 
supplies  of  essential  foods  and  other  farm  products,  reduce  the  neces¬ 
sity  lor  large  annual  appropriations  for  the  purchase  and  disposal  of 
surplus  farm  products  and  for  assistance  to  low-income  farmers. 

Work  under  the  Research  and  Marketing  Act  was  begun  this  past 
year  with  an  initial  appropriation  of  $9,000,000.  For  1949  the 
budget  estimate  is  $19,000,000.  This  is  the  full  amount  authorized 
by  the  act  for  the  second  year  of  operations. 

The  budget  estimate  thus  provides  for  an  increased  appropriation 
for  each  of  the  four  kinds  of  work  authorized  by  the  act.  The  House 
bill,  however,  allows  an  increase  for  only  one  purpose — marketing 
research  and  services  (title  II).  The  increase  for  this  purpose  amounts 
to  $3,000,000,  or  150  percent.  All  of  the  funds  provided  under  title 
II  are  distributed  and  expended  at  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture.  The  House  bill  allows  no  increase  in  any  of  the  three 
pin  poses  under  title  I,  which  provide  for  research  on  production  and 
utilization.  Thus  the  House  bill  allows  no  increase  in  payments  to 
State  agricultural  experiment  stations  (sec.  9),  in  research  on  the 
utilization  ol  farm  products  (sec.  10a),  or  for  basic  research  in  coopera¬ 
tion  with  State  experiment  stations  and  other  agencies  (sec.  10b). 

The  authorized  and  budgeted  increases  for  the  above  purposes  were 
disallowed  by  the  House  committee.  Although  no  amendment  was 
ottered,  discussion  by  Members  of  the  House  indicated  strong  senti¬ 
ment  lor  increased  appropriations  for  title  I  purposes.  The  chairman 
ol  the  House  Agricultural  Committee  said: 
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I  do  want  to  express  the  hope  that  if  the  Senate  committee,  after  full  considera¬ 
tion,  should  include  an  increase  in  this  item  that  the  House  conferees  will  give  it 
generous  and  careful  consideration  and  if  they  think  a  case  has  been  made  will 
agree  to  the  increased  amount. 

The  committee  recommends  a  restoration  of  60  percent  of  the  in¬ 
creases  authorized  and  budgeted  for  each  of  the  three  title  I  purposes. 
This  will  provide  (1)  $4,000,000,  an  increase  of  $1,500,000  for  payments 
to  State  agricultural  experiment  stations  under  section  9;  (2) 
$4,800,000,  an  increase  of  $1,800,000  for  utilization  research  under 
section  10a;  and  (3)  $2,400,000,  an  increase  of  $900,000  for  basic 
research  under  section  10b. 

Testimony  and  correspondence  received  by  the  committee  indicate 
that  these  amounts  would  be  used  efficiently.  In  fact,  some  phases 
of  research  initiated  under  title  I  of  the  act  will  need  to  be  curtailed 
unless  additional  funds  are  made  avadable.  Furthermore,  they  are 
urgently  needed  to  solve  many  critical  agricultural  production  and 
utilization  problems.  The  following  list  indicates  some  of  the  serious 
problems  presented  in  letters  and  testimony : 

Formosan  fruit  fly;  melon  fly;  mango  fruit  fly;  Mediterranean  fruit 
flv;  wheat  stem  sawfly;  diseases  of  gladiolus  and  chrysanthemums; 
virus  diseases  of  stone  fruits,  peas,  and  beans;  tobacco  insects;  new 
problems  in  potato  production  and  utilization;  effects  of  new  insecti¬ 
cides  on  honey  bees;  and  investigations  concerning  the  uses  of  newly 
irrigated  lands. 

The  committee  believes  that  the  problems  suggested  by  the  above 
list  may  properly  be  attacked  by  the  Research  and  Marketing  Admin¬ 
istration.  Because  of  the  apparent  urgency  of  these  problems  the 
committee  believes  they  should  receive  priority  over  many  other  types 
of  research  under  the  RMA.  The  committee,  therefore,  does  not  rec¬ 
ommend  any  specific  increases  in  appropriations  or  earmarking  any 
funds  for  these  purposes,  but  refers  the  problems  to  the  RMA  and  its 
respective  advisory  committees  where  they  will  receive  careful  atten¬ 
tion  and  consideration  according  to  their  relative  importance  with  one 
another  and  with  other  important  problems. 

For  title  II  (marketing  research  and  services)  the  committee  recom¬ 
mends  an  appropriation  of  $4,000,000.  This  is  $1,000,000  less  than 
is  allowed  by  the  House  bill,  but  it  is  double  the  amount  that  was 
appropriated  for  this  purpose  last  year.  This  amount  is  80  percent 
of  the  amount  authorized  and  budgeted  for  1949,  and  is  the  same 
percentage  as  is  recommended  for  each  of  the  other  three  sections  of 
the  act. 

Under  the  above  recommendations  the  total  appropriation  for  the 
Research  and  Marketing  Act  will  be  $15,200,000.  This  is  $3,200,000 
more  than  the  House  allowed,  but  $3,800,000  under  the  budget 
estimate. 

OFFICE  OF  THE  SOLICITOR 

The  committee  recommends  an  increase  of  $100,000  for  the  Office 
of  the  Solicitor.  Larger  loan  authorizations  for  REA  will  increase 
the  legal  work  required  of  the  Solicitor’s  office,  and  some  increase  in 
funds  above  the  amount  allowed  by  the  House  bill  is  necessary  to 
carry  on  that  work. 
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OFFICE  OF  INFORMATION 

The  committee  recommends  support  of  the  amounts  provided  in 
the  bill  as  passed  by  the  House  for  the  Office  of  Information. 

LIBRARY,  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

The  committee  approves  the  amount  specified  by  the  House  for 
the  library.  There  was  some  question  concerning  the  advisability  of 
developing  numerous  branch  libraries. 

BUREAU  OF  AGRICULTURAL  ECONOMICS 

The  committee  recommends  restoration  of  $88,500  to  the  Bureau  of 
Agricultural  Economics  for  economic  investigations.  This  will  pro¬ 
vide  $1,988,500,  the  budget  estimate. 

This  Bureau  collects  and  analyzes  statistical  and  other  economic 
information  especially  related  to  agriculture.  Information  developed 
by  the  Bureau  is  widely  used  by  farm  organizations,  educational 
agencies,  private  business  firms,  Government  agencies,  and  Congress. 
This  information  influences  the  expenditure  and  appropriations  of 
many  millions  of  dollars  of  private  and  public  funds.  The  Bureau 
appears  to  be  efficiently  operated.  It  should  have  the  additional 
amount  recommended  in  order  to  be  able  to  render  prompt  and  reli¬ 
able  service. 

Since  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics  has  sustained  heavy 
cuts  over  several  years’  time,  the  committee  felt  that  in  view  of  the 
service  the  Bureau  is  now  rendering  that  the  budget  should  be  stab¬ 
ilized  as  a  means  of  retaining  and  attracting  high-grade  personnel. 

OFFICE  OF  FOREIGN  AGRICULTURAL  RELATIONS 

The  committee  supports  the  House  in  this  appropriation,  which  is 
$503,000  in  the  bill. 

EXTENSION  SERVICE 
FINAL  INCREMENT,  BANKHE AD-JONES  ACT 

The  committee  recommends  an  increase  of  $2,000,000  to  complete 
the  third  and  final  increment  authorized  by  the  Bankhead-Flannagan 
amendment  to  the  Bankhead- Jones  Act/  This  will  provide  for  an 
expansion  in  4— H  Club  activities,  work  with  the  large  number  of  young 
farmers  recently  returned  from  military  service,  and  other  critically 
needed  educational  activities  of  the  extension  service. 

Notwithstanding  urgent  needs  and  the  fact  that  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  had  recommended  the  increase  in  1947  and  again  this  year, 
the  authorized  increase  was  not  allowed  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget, 
nor  added  by  the  House  committee.  However,  an  amendment  offered 
and  adopted  on  the  floor  of  the  House  provides  $2,000,000,  or  one-half 
of  the  final  increment.  The  debate  on  the  floor  in  the  House  indicated 
strong  sentiment  in  favor  of  appropriating  the  full  $4,000,000  as 
authorized. 

Testimony  before  the  committee  revealed  that  Federal  appropria¬ 
tions  for  salary  increases  to  extension  workers  have  been  much  smaller 
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than  salary  increases  granted  to  direct  employees  of  the  Department 
of  Agriculture.  Therefore  it  is  the  intention  of  the  committee  that 
one-half  of  this  final  increment  may  be  used  to  provide  for  extension 
workers  salary  increases  which  will  compensate  in  part  for  salary 
increases  to  direct  employees  of  the  USD  A,  many  of  whom  are  working 
in  the  same  communities  as  the  extension  workers. 

The  testimony  presented  to  the  committee  indicated  that  the 
Federal  employees  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  since  1940  have 
received  an  average  advance  of  32  percent  in  salaries  according  to 
Pay  Act  increases,  witii  a  further  advance  pending,  while  the  maxi¬ 
mum  advance  available  to  extension  workers  was  7  percent  from 
Federal  funds  unless  the  numbers  of  workers  were  reduced. 

AGRICULTURAL  RESEARCH  ADMINISTRATION 

The  committee  recommends  the  same  amounts  as  are  provided  in 
the  bill  as  it  passed  the  House  for  the  “Office  of  Administrator,” 
“Special  research  fund,”  “Research  on  critical  agricultural  materials,” 
and  “Research  on  agricultural  problems  in  Alaska.” 

OFFICE  OF  EXPERIMENT  STATIONS 
PAYMENTS  TO  STATES 

The  committee  recommends  an  increase  of  $200,000  for  grants  to 
State  agricultural  experiment  stations  in  partial  fulfillment  of  the 
tenth  and  final  increment  as  authorized  under  title  I  of  the  Bankhead- 
Jones  Act  of  1935.  Additional  funds  are  urgently  needed  at  State 
experiment  stations  to  meet  greatly  increased  costs  for  labor  and 
other  operating  expenses.  The  States  are  required  to  match  all  funds 
received  under  this  act.  Therefore  two  dollars’  worth  of  research 
work  is  obtained  for  each  dollar  appropriated  by  Congress  for  this 
purpose.  State  agricultural  experiment  stations  are  finding  strong 
co  ipetition  for  well-qualified  personnel  from  other  Government 
agencies  and  private  industry.  This  increase  in  funds  to  the  State 
agricultural  experiment  stations  is  the  only  item  available  to  help 
meet  increased  costs  on  the  lines  of  research  established  prior  to  the 
passage  of  the  Research  and  Marketing  Act  of  1946. 

BUREAU  OF  ANIMAL  INDUSTRY 

An  appropriation  of  $11,500,000  is  recommended  for  meat  inspec¬ 
tion  services.  This  increase  is  necessary  to  return  the  costs  of  Federal 
inspection  of  meat  to  the  Government,  as  it  w'as  prior  to  July  1,  1947. 
This  action  is  in  line  with  the  intent  of  the  Senate  in  passing  the  bill, 
S.  2256,  on  April  12,  last.  The  same  bill  has  been  favorably  reported 
by  the  House  Agriculture  Committee.  It  is  the  intent  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  to  provide  funds  for  the  Federal  inspection  of  meat  whether  or 
not  S.  2256  becomes  law. 

The  committee  supports  the  amount  of  the  bill  as  passed  by  the 
House  for  “Animal  husbandry,”  “Diseases  of  animals,”  “Eradication 
of  tuberculosis  and  Bang’s  disease,”  “Inspection  and  quarantine,” 
and  “Marketing  agreements  for  hog  cholera  virus  and  serum.” 
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VIRUS  SERUM  TOXIN  ACT 

The  committee  recommends  an  increase  of  $25,000  for  more  ade¬ 
quate  supervision  of  the  preparation  and  sale  of  serum,  virus,  toxins, 
etc.,  used  in  the  prevention  and  treatment  of  diseases  of  domestic 
animals.  This  will  provide  a  total  of  $365,000,  the  amount  of  the 
budget  testimate.  This  sum  is  deemed  necessary  to  prevent  the 
spread  of  destructive  animal  diseases  through  the  distribution  of 
impure  biologies  and  to  insure  to  the  people  of  the  Nation  an  adequate 
supply  of  meat  and  other  animal  products. 

FOOT-AND-MOUTH  DISEASE 

The  committee  approves  the  House  provision  to  allow  the  Secretary 
to  transfer  and  use  any  funds  he  may  deem  necessary  for  the  eradica¬ 
tion  of  foot-and-mouth  and  other  contagious  diseases  of  animals. 

BUREAU  OF  DAIRY  INDUSTRY 

The  committee  supports  the  amounts  provided  in  the  bill  passed  by 
the  House  for  the  Bureau  of  Dairy  Industry,  which  provides  for  an 
increase  of  $33,700  above  the  appropriation  of  1948. 

BUREAU  OF  PLANT  INDUSTRY,  SOILS  AND  AGRICULTURAL 

ENGINEERING 

The  committee  recommends  that  the  House  allowance  of  $1,466,000 
be  increased  by  $58,000  for  the  item,  of  “Soils,  fertilizers,  and  irriga¬ 
tion.”  01  this  increase  $45,000  is  to  develop  and  evaluate  slow-acting- 
higli-analysis  synthetic-nitrogen  fertilizers.  Such  fertilizers  are  ur¬ 
gently  needed  in  many  areas  of  the  country,  and  they  would  have 
many  advantages  over  materials  now  being  used.  The  value  of  the 
benefits  from  the  development  of  such  fertilizers  would  exceed  the 
costs  by  many  times. 

The  committee  also  recommends  a  restoration  of  $13,000  that  is 
needed  for  the  replacement  of  worn-out  equipment. 

BUREAU  OF  ENTOMOLOGY  AND  PLANT  QUARANTINE 
INSECT  INVESTIGATIONS 

The.  committee  recommends  an  appropriation  of  $3,023,300  for 
insect  investigations.  This  amount  is  $3,500  more  than  the  amount 
voted  by  the  House.  The  increase  is  for  insect  investigations  at 
Yuma,  Ariz.,  to  complement  similar  work  that  is  being  carried  on 
across  the  State  line  in  California. 

INSECT  AND  PLANT  DISEASE  CONTROL 

The  committee  approves  an  appropriation  of  $2,586,200.  This  is 
the  amount  of  the  budget  estimate  and  has  been  approved  bv  the 
House.  J 
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FOREIGN-PLANT  QUARANTINES 

The  committee  approves  the  amount  $2,212,000  for  foreign-plant 
quarantines.  This  is  the  same  amount  as  is  provided  in  the  budget 
and  approved  by  the  House. 

CONTROL  OF  EMERGENCY  OUTBREAKS  OF  INSECTS  AND  PLANT  DISEASES 

The  committee  recommends  a  restoration  of  $750,000,  a  total  of 
$1,750,000,  for  emergency  use  in  the  control  of  insects  and  plant 
diseases.  The  restoration  is  approved  because  testimony  indicates 
that  the  amount  allowed  by  the  House  is  not  adequate  to  maintain 
essential  activities  until  a  deficiency  appropriation  could  be  approved. 
Normally  in  excess  of  $2,000,000  has  been  used  for  these  activities. 

BUREAU  OF  AGRICULTURAL  AND  INDUSTRIAL  CHEMISTRY 
AGRICULTURAL  CHEMICAL  AND  NAVAL  STORES  INVESTIGATIONS 

The  bill  passed  by  the  House  provides  a  total  of  $589,050  for  this 
work.  That  amount  is  $75,000  less  than  both  the  estimate  and  the 
appropriation  made  last  year.  The  committee  recommends  an 
increase  of  $45,000  over  the  amount  allowed  by  the  House.  Of  this 
increase,  $25,000  is  to  prevent  curtailment  of  research  work  in  impor¬ 
tant  naval  stores  investigations.  The  remaining  $20,000  is  to  be 
used  for  the  most  urgent  work  under  any  of  the  other  projects  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Bureau  to  be  important.  The  amount  recommended  is 
$30,000  less  than  the  budget  estimate. 

REGIONAL  RESEARCH  LABORATORIES 

For  continuing  research  at  these  laboratories  the  committee  recom¬ 
mends  approval  of  the  $5,000,000,  the  same  amount  that  was  appro¬ 
priated  last  year,  and  the  same  as  the  budget  estimate  and  the  House 
allowance  for  1949.  Additional  funds  for  new  lines  of  research  by 
these  laboratories  are  available  under  the  Research  and  Marketing 
Act. 

BUREAU  OF  HUMAN  NUTRITION  AND  HOME  ECONOMICS 

The  committee  supports  an  appropriation  of  $813,000  for  this 
Bureau.  This  amount  is  the  same  as  the  budget  estimate  and  in  the 
bill  as  passed  by  the  House. 

CONTROL  OF  FOREST  PESTS 

For  this  purpose  the  committee  recommends  $4,540,400,  the  total 
amount  provided  in  the  bill  as  it  passed  the  House.  The  committee 
sustains  a  reduction  of  $50,000  from  the  budget  estimate  of  $101,800 
for  the  Dutch  elm  disease. 

In  1948  the  total  spent  under  the  Forest  Pest  Control  Act,  including 
a  deficiency  appropriation,  was  $977,681.  The  budget  request  for 
1949  is  $135,000  and  has  been  approved  by  the  House. 

S.  Rept.  1283,  80-2 - 2 
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FOREST  SERVICE 

NATIONAL  FOREST  PROTECTION  AND  MANAGEMENT 

The  committee  recommends  that  $474,825  be  added  to  the  House 
recommendation  of  $24,889,175  for  the  protection  and  management 
of  national  forests.  Of  this  increase  $100,000  is  to  restore,  in  part, 
the  strength  of  forest  fire  fighting  forces  to  the  level  that  prevailed 
before  establishment  of  the  40-hour  week  in  accordance  with  the  1945 
Federal  Employees  Pay  Act.  An  additional  $199,825  is  provided  for 
the  purpose  of  appraising  and  selling  timber  that  should  be  marketed. 
This  activity,  according  to  testimony,  returns  to  the  Treasury  at 
least  4  dollars  for  every  dollar  expended.  The  additional  increases 
recommended  are  to  permit  better  utilization  of  national  forest  lands 
for  grazing  and  recreational  purposes. 

FIGHTING  FOREST  FIRES 

The  committee  recommends  a  token  appropriation  of  $100,000,  as 
approved  by  the  House,  for  this  work.  It  is  expected  that  necessary 
costs  will  be  met  from  deficiency  appropriations  as  in  previous  years. 

FOREST  AND  RANGE  MANAGEMENT  INVESTIGATIONS 

The  committee  recommends  the  restoration  of  the  reduction  by  the 
House  of  $75,000  for  forest  and  range  management  investigations. 
The  recommended  total  appropriation  of  $2,825,000  is  considered 
essential  to  the  early  discovery  of  more  effective  methods  of  planting 
and  growing  useful  trees  on  strip-mine  spoil  banks,  cut-over  lands, 
and  other  areas,  and  for  other  purposes. 

FOREST  PRODUCTS  INVESTIGATIONS 

The  committee  recommends  restoration  of  $125,000,  or  a  total 
appropriation  of  $1,125,000  for  forest  products  research.  The  recom¬ 
mended  appropriation  is  $125,000  below  the  1949  budget  estimate 
and  the  1948  appropriation.  It  is  $375,000  below  the  1947  appropria¬ 
tion.  According  to  the  testimony  and  correspondence  received  the 
forest  products  research  work  is  highly  regarded  by  practical,  well- 
informed  people  in  the  wood-using  industries.  In  view  of  present 
domestic  and  international  problems  it  appears  to  the  committee  to 
be  unwise  to  reduce  the  appropriation  for  this  work  below  $1,125,000. 

FOREST  RESOURCES  INVESTIGATIONS 

The  committee  recommends  an  increase  of  $72,000,  and  a  total  of 
$822,000,  for  forest  resources  investigations.  The  latter  amount  is 
the  appropriation  for  1948  and  the  budget  estimate  for  1949.  This 
activity  provides  the  only  inventory  of  timber  and  forest  resources 
in  the  country.  The  inventory  is  incomplete  in  many  important 
timber-producing  States,  particularly  those  in  the  Northeast.  An 
accurate  and  complete  inventory  of  our  forest  resources  is  essential 
to  sound  national  and  State  legislation  and  for  the  location  and 
successful  management  of  major  wood-using  industries. 
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This  work  is  in  progress  in  a  number  of  States,  with  the  States 
matching  the  funds  in  some  instances  and  it  seems  probable  that  the 
total  funds  available  from  cooperating  States  in  1949  may  .reach 
$500,000. 

FOREST  FIRE  COOPERATION 

An  appropriation  of  $9,000,000  is  recommended  for  forest-fire 
control  in  cooperation  with  the  States  or  other  agencies.  This 
amount  is  the  same  as  approved  by  the  House,  allowed  in  the  budget, 
and  appropriated  last  year. 

FARM  AND  OTHER  PRIVATE  FORESTRY  COOPERATION 

An  appropriation  of  $809,500  is  recommended  for  this  activity. 
This  amount  is  the  same  as  appropriated  for  1948,  and  recommended 
by  the  budget  and  approved  by  the  House  for  1949. 

ACQUISITION  OF  LANDS  FOR  NATIONAL  FORESTS 

The  committee  recommends  $500,000  for  use  under  the  Weeks  Act. 
This  is  $250,000  less  than  last  year,  but  the  same  as  recommended 
in  the  budget  and  approved  by  the  House  for  1949. 

FOREST  ROADS  AND  TRAILS 
FOREST  HIGHWAYS 

The  committee  recommends  an  increase  of  $300,000,  to  provide  the 
full  amount  of  the  budget  estimate  of  $5,300,000.  Testimony  heard 
by  the  committee  indicates  that  many  forest  highways  disintegrated 
under  heavy  traffic  during  and  since  the  war.  The  additional  $300,- 
000  is  required  for  urgently  needed  repairs  and  reconstruction.  It 
will  provide  the  same  amount  as  was  appropriated  last  year. 

For  forest  development  roads  and  trails  the  committee  recommends 
an  appropriation  of  $9,750,000.  This  amount  is  $1,250,000  less  than 
was  appropriated  for  1948,  but  it  is  the  same  as  the  amount  recom¬ 
mended  in  the  budget  and  approved  by  the  House  for  1949. 

INTERFERENCE  ON  TELEPHONE  LINES 

It  is  the  intent  of  the  committee  that  the  Forest  Service  may  use  a 
portion  of  the  funds  appropriated  to  it  to  reduce  inductive  interference 
on  its  telephone  lines  caused  by  REA  electric  lines. 

FLOOD  CONTROL 

The  committee  recommends  support  of  the  House  action  in  specify¬ 
ing  $6,000,000  for  authorized  flood-control  work  although  the  budget 
request  was  for  $9,000,000.  The  amount  available  in  1948  was 
$5,771,758  including  an  appropriation  of  $3,000,000  and  a  carry-over 
of  1947  balances  of  $2,771,758  which  it  is  estimated  will  be  expended 
in  1948. 
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SOIL  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 

The  committee  recommends  an  increase  of  $500,000  for  research  in 
soil-conservation  methods,  and  an  offsetting  decrease  of  the  same 
amount  for  soil-conservation  operations.  An  increase  in  appropria¬ 
tions  for  soil-conservation  research  from  that  recommended  by  the 
blouse  lias  been  advised  by  the  Soil  Conservation  Service,  the  National 
Association  of  Soil  Conservation  Districts,  and  other  well-qualified 
witnesses.  The  additional  funds  for  research  are  necessary  to  discover 
the  most  practical  methods  of  conserving  the  many  different  types  of 
soils  which,  also,  show  variations  in  deterioration.  A  better  "knowl¬ 
edge  of  the  practical  results  of  various  soil-conservation  practices  is 
essential  to  assure  that  the  Nation  will  receive  the  maximum  benefit 
Irom  the  many  millions  of  dollars  annually  appropriated  by  Congress 
loi  conservation  payments  and  technical  services  to  farmers  After 
rnn  oona51011  °if  funds  recommended  above,  the  bill  provides 
onn  *  101  SG1  '  and  water-conservation  operations  and  $1  548  - 

U00  lor  soil-conservation  research.  The  appropriations  for  1948  and 

*?49  were  $38-000,000  for  operations,’  and 
$1,048,000  for  research.  The  committee  suggests  that  a  part  of  the 
increase  in  research  funds  be  used  to  study  methods  of  controlling 
wind  erosion  on  wheatlands  in  eastern  Oregon. 

LAND  UTILIZATION  AND  RETIREMENT  OF  SUBMARGINAL  LAND 

ti«nlTittee  recommends  a  restoration  of  $250,000,  a  total  of 
$1,250  000  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  title  III  of  the  Bankhead- 
Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act,  This  fund  is  used  for  the  management  and 
operation  of  over  seven  million  acres  of  land  owned  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  in  31  different  States.  The  committee  believes  the  recommended 
appropriation  is  the  minimum  required  to  protect  the  Nation’s 
investment  in  these  lands. 


Production  and  Marketing  Adminis 

AGRICULTURAL  ADJUSTMENT  ACT 


TRATION 


a  aT\1<?  COmmitte,e  aPProves  of  tile  appropriation  of  $150,000,000  for 
AAA  purposes  for  1948  programs.  This  is  the  amount  that  was 
fSJ  of,d  b{  Congress  last  year,  approved  in  the  budget  for  fiscal 
i949,  and  included  m  the  bill  as  it  passed  the  blouse. 

1  lie  commit  tee  approves  the  authorization  of  a  1949  AAA  program 
amounting  to  $225,000,000,  in  accordance  with  the  recommendation 
budgetHOUSe’  1S  $75,000’000  less  than  the  amount  requested  in  the 

The  committee  also  recommends  increasing  the  maximum  amount 

$750b  VheSn  r6  qd;Vldual  Under  the  AAA  Pro-am  from  $500  to 
7-  50.  i  he  $500  limitation  was  adopted  last  year  when  the  authoriza- 

vcir  hai  $1;50-00?-°00.  .  With  the  larger  authorization  this 

Lomimp  Z  t0  be  desil’able  to  increase  the  amount  to  $750  so  as  to 

size  farms  ^  °f  S0ll'c0nserviug  practices  on  medium  and  larger 

thftXwitbonfninnthVCOimtry  °Vei;  a  period  of  200  ypars  demonstrate 
that,  without  a  positive  program  for  conservation,  agricultural  prac- 
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tices  will  be  such  as  to  permit  destructive  forces  of  water,  wind,  and 
cropping  to  destroy  the  productive  qualities  of  even  our  most  favor¬ 
ably  located  agricultural  lands.  The  recommended  program  author¬ 
ization  is  not  as  large  as  many  sincere  persons  believe  desirable.  On 
the  other  hand,  the  committee  believes  that  the  authorization  is 
sufficient  to  encourage  a  large  majority  of  farmers  to  adopt  or  con¬ 
tinue  soil-conservation  practices  adapted  to  their  conditions  under 
present  conditions  of  relatively  good  farm  income.  Furthermore,  a 
conservative  program  for  this  purpose  is  less  likely  to  meet  with 
public  disfavor  in  this  period  of  heavy  demands  upon  the  public 
treasury. 

SUGAR  ACT 

The  committee  approves  the  amount  in  the  bill  as  it  passed  the 
House,  $72,000,000,  for  effecting  the  provisions  of  the  Sugar  Act. 

SECTION  32  FUNDS 

The  committee  recommends  a  limitation  of  $500,000  upon  the 
amount  of  section  32  funds  that  can  be  paid  as  subsidies  to  manu¬ 
facturers  of  insulation  products.  In  1947  it  was  the  expressed  intent 
of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  to  gradually  reduce  and  to  eliminate 
this  program  in  the  period  of  about  3  years.  The  committee  believes 
the  program  should  be  terminated  as  indicated. 

SCHOOL  LUNCH 

The  committee  approves  the  provision  in  the  bill  passed  by  the 
House  to  use  $65,000,000  of  section  32  funds  to  carry  out  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  National  School  Lunch  Act. 

MARKET  NEWS  SERVICE 

The  committee  recommends  an  increase  of  $20,000,  making  a  total 
of  $1,687,250,  for  market  news  services.  The  increase  is  allowed  for 
meeting  urgent  demands  for  market  newTs  service  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  Florida,  and  Washington  State,  and  news  service  respecting 
the  frozen  foods  industry. 

OTHER  PMA  ACTIVITIES 

The  committee  approves  the  amounts  specified  in  the  bill  passed 
by  the  House  for  market  inspection  of  farm  products;  marketing  farm 
products;  Tobacco  Acts;  Cotton  Statistics,  Classing,  Standards,  and 
Futures  Acts;  and  marketing  regulatory  acts.  In  each  instance  the 
amount  approved  by  the  House  is  the  same  as  the  budget  estimate. 
Evidence  before  the  committee  strongly  supports  the  use  of  funds 
already  available  for  core  testing  and  scouring  of  wool  and  the  com¬ 
mittee  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  program  is  desirable. 

COMMODITY  EXCHANGE  AUTHORITY 

A  total  of  $530,000,  the  amount  in  the  bill  passed  by  the  House,  is 
recommended.  This  is  the  same  amount  as  appropriated  for  1948, 
and  recommended  in  the  budget  for  1949. 
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FARMERS  HOME  ADMINISTRATION 

The  committee  recommends  an  increase  of  $15,000,000  in  the  appro¬ 
priation  for  production  and  subsistence  loans.  This  increase  will 
make  a  total  of  $75,000,000,  the  amount  of  the  budget  estimate. 
It  is  $15,000,000  more  than  appropriated  last  year.  The  committee 
recommends  the  increase  with  the  understanding  that  veterans  will 
be  given  priority  and  preference  in  obtaining  loans. 

For  administration  the  committee  recommends  $22,000,000,  the 
same  as  the  amount  approved  by  the  House.  This  sum  is  $1,000,000 
more  than  last  year’s  appropriation,  but  $1,000,000  less  than  the  budget 
estimate. 


WATER  FACILITIES  IN  ARID  AND  SEMIARID  AREAS 

For  the  development  of  facilities  for  water  storage  and  utilization 
the  committee  approves  an  appropriation  of  $1,750,000.  This 
amount  is  the  same  as  was  appropriated  for  1948,  and  recommended 
in  the  budget  and  approved  by  the  House  for  1949. 

RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION  ADMINISTRATION 

The  committee  recommends  granting  a  loan  authorization  of 
$400,000,000  to  the  REA.  This  sum  is  the  same  as  is  specified  in 
the  bill  passed  by  the  House.  The  funds  as  needed  are  to  be  borrowed 
from  the  Treasury. 

This  $400,000,000,  together  with  $175,000,000  provided  in  the  first 
deficiency  bill  of  1948,  and  approximately  $400,000,000  additional 
loanable  funds  available  to  the  Administrator,  makes  a  total  of 
approximately  $975,000,000  which  can  be  used  to  help  bring  the  many 
advantages  of  electricity  to  farm  people.  This  vast  sum  nowT  avail¬ 
able  for  loans  exceeds  by  approximately  $75,000,000  the  entire  amount 
heretofore  loaned  to  REA  cooperatives.  The  committee  admonishes 
the  Administrator  to  use  this  huge  sum  very  carefully  in  order  to 
maintain  the  REA  in  good  repute  with  both  farmers  and  the  general 
public.  A  loan  fund  of  considerable  size  is  required  because  alloca¬ 
tion  of  funds  to  a  local  cooperative  is  necessary  before  supplies  can  be 
ordered. 

An  increase  of  $450,000  is  recommended  for  administrative  purposes. 
This  is  one-half  the  amount  of  a  supplementary  budget  request 
received  by  the  committee  and  which  has  not  been  considered  by 
the  House.  This,  added  to  the  $5,000,000  specified  in  the  bill 
passed  by  the  House,  should  be  sufficient  to  provide  necessary  admin¬ 
istrative  services  in  1949.  Testimony  indicates  that  the  actual  loan¬ 
ing  of  the  funds  to  be  available  may  extend  over  a  3-  to  4-year  period 
because  of  the  delay  in  getting  delivery  of  materials. 
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INCREASES  AND  LIMITATIONS 

The  changes  in  the  amounts  of  the  House  bill  recommended  by  the 
committee  are  as  follows: 

Office  of  the  Secretary: 

The  committee  recommends  that  the  following  paragraph 
be  stricken  from  the  bill: 

Within  the  funds  available  to  the  Department,  but 
without  limitation  of  other  authority,  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  may  employ,  in  any  position  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment,  not  to  exceed  ten  persons  in  the  special  executive 
and  special  professional  grades  (CAF-16  and  P-9)  as 
authorized  by  the  Classification  Act  of  1923,  as 
amended,  but  no  such  person  shall  be  paid  at  an  annual 
rate  in  excess  of  $15,000. 

Research  and  Marketing  Act  of  1946: 

For  payments  to  States,  for  broad  research  by 


experiment  stations,... -  $1,  500,  000 

For  research  on  utilization  and  associated  prob¬ 
lems - - - -  1,800,000 

For  cooperative  research  other  than  utilization _  900,  000 


The  committee  recommends  a  net  increase  of 
$3,200,000,  and  a  readjustment  of  the  amounts  pro¬ 
vided  for  each  project  so  as  to  bring  them  into  con¬ 
formity  with  the  authorization  set  forth  in  the  act. 
The  total  amount  recommended  will  provide  for  80 
percent  of  the  budget  estimate  of  $19,000,000. 

The  amount  recommended  in  all  of  $15,200,000  is 


distributed  as  follows: 

Title  I,  sec.  9.  Payments  to  States 

(an  increase  of  $1,500,000) _ $4,  000,  000 

Title  I,  sec.  10a.  Utilization  re¬ 
search  (an  increase  of  $1,800,000) . .  4,  800,  000 

Title  I,  sec.  10b.  Research  other 
than  utilization  (an  increase  of 

$900,000) _  2,400,000 

Title  II.  Marketing  research  and 

services  (a  reduction  of  $1,000,000) .  4,  000,  000 


Total  appropriated _  15,  200,  000 


Total  increase,  Research  and  Market¬ 
ing  Act _  4,  200,  000 


Office  of  the  Solicitor _  100,  000 

The  increase  recommended  by  the  committee  is  for  nec¬ 
essary  expenses  as  required  for  either  the  agricultural  or 
REA  programs,  and  provides  a  total  of  $2,124,500,  or 
$100,000  under  the  revised  estimate  of  $2,224,500. 

The  committee  also  recommends  an  increase  in  the  limi¬ 
tation  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  of 
$27,000,  for  a  total  of  $1,403,033. 


Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics: 

Economic  investigations _  88,  500 

The  increase  recommended  by  the  committee  is  to 
provide  the  full  amount  of  the  budget  estimate  of 
$1,988,500. 
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increases  and  limitations — continued 
Extension  Service: 

Payments  to  States _ 

The  increase  recommended  by  the  committee  is  for 
grants  under  section  23  of  title  II  of  the  Bankhead- 
Jones  Act.  While  the  total  thus  provided  of  $12,500,000 
amounts  to  the  final  increment  authorized  under  the 
Bankhead-Flannagan  Act  of  1945,  the  committee  in¬ 
tends  that  part  of  the  increase  be  used  toward  equaliz¬ 
ing  the  salaries  of  cooperative  extension  employees 
with  the  salaries  of  county  agents. 


Agricultural  Research  Administration: 

Office  of  Experiment  Stations: 

Payments  to  States _ 

The  increase  recommended  by  the  committee  is 
for  grants  under  title  I  of  the  Bankhead-Jones  Act, 
to  provide  a  total  of  $2,861,268,  which  is  below  the 
estimate  of  $2,997,560. 

The  committee  recommends  that  the  following 
proviso  be  added  to  the  bill: 

,  of  which  amount  not  to  exceed  $316  shall  he 
transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  the  appropria¬ 
tion  “Research  on  agricultural  problems  of 
Alaska”,  without  matching  requirement 

Bureau  of  Animal  Industry: 

Meat  inspection _ 

The  increase  recommended  by  the  committee  is 
to  restore  this  service  to  the  status  of  a  regular 
appropriation,  in  place  of  the  fee  system  previously 
provided  by  the  working  capital  fund,  and  is  to 
conform  to  the  following  paragraph,  which  is  also 
recommended  to  be  added  to  the  bill: 

Meat  inspection:  For  carrying  out  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  laws  relating  to  Federal  inspection 
of  meat  and  meat-food  products,  $11,500,000: 
Provided,  That  the  unobligated  balance  remain¬ 
ing  in  the  “ Meat  inspection  fund"  established 
by  the  Department  of  Agriculture  Appropria¬ 
tion  Act,  19 4 8,  shall  be  carried  to  the  general 
fund  of  the  Treasury. 

Virus  Serum  Toxin  Act _ 

The  increase  recommended  by  the  committee  is 
for  salaries  and  expenses,  to  provide  the  full 
estimate  of  $365,000. 

The  committee  also  recommends  an  increase  of 
$566,300  in  the  Bureau’s  limitation  for  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  to  provide  a 
total  of  $1,218,000  for  the  limitation.  The  in¬ 
crease  is  intended  to  allow  the  moving  from 
Beltsville,  Md.,  to  Washington,  D.  C.,  of  the 
virus-serum  control  division,  and  to  conform  to 
the  recommended  reinstatement  of  the  meat-in¬ 
spection  program  to  regular  appropriation  status. 


$2,  000,  000 


200,  000 


11,  500,  000 


25,  000 
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increases  and  limitations — continued 

Agricultural  Research  Administration — Continued 

Bureau  of  Plant  Industry,  Soils,  and  Agricultural 
Engineering: 

Soils,  fertilizers,  and  irrigation _  $58,  000 

The  increase  recommended  by  the  committee  is 
for  salaries  and  expenses  as  follows: 

To  develop  and  evaluate  slow-acting, 
high-analysis,  synthetic  nitrogen 


fertilizers _ $45,  000 

To  replace  worn-out  equipment _  13,  000 


58,  000 


Bureau  of  Entomology  and  Plant  Quarantine: 

Insect  investigations _  3,  500 

The  increase  recommended  by  the  committee 
is  to  provide  for  investigations  at  Yuma,  Ariz. 

Control  of  emergency  outbreaks  of  insects  and 

plant  diseases _  750,  000 


The  increase  recommended  by  the  committee 
is  to  provide  more  adequately  for  emergency  needs, 
in  the  total  amount  of  $1,750,000. 

Bureau  of  Agricultural  and  Industrial  Chemistry: 

Agricultural  chemical  and  naval  stores  in¬ 
vestigations _  45, 000 

The  increase  recommended  by  the  committee 
is  for  investigations,  to  provide  a  total  of  $634,050. 

$25,000  of  the  increase  is  intended  for  naval 
stores  investigations,  and  the  remaining  $20,000 
of  the  increase  is  to  be  allocated  by  the  Bureau 
to  other  essential  investigations. 


Total,  Agricultural  Research  Administra¬ 
tion _  12,  581,  500 


Forest  Service: 

National  forest  protection  and  management _  474,  825 

The  increase  recommended  by  the  committee  is  for 


the  following: 

Forest  fire  control  project _ $100,  000 

Timber  and  forest  products  sales  proj¬ 
ect _  199,  825 

Allocation  and  issuance  of  grazing  per¬ 
mits  project _  75,  000 

Activities  on  land  added  to  Shasta 

National  Forest,  Calif _  50,  000 

Completion  of  sanitary  and  other  rec¬ 
reational  facilities  on  the  Lake  Tahoe 

recreation  area _  35,  000 

Development  of  recreational  facilities 
on  Payette  Lake  in  Payette  National 
Forest _  15,  000 


Total _  474,  825 
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increases  and  limitations — continued 


Forest  Service — Continued 

Forest  and  range  management  investigations _  $75f  000 

The  increase  recommended  by  the  committee  is  to 
restore  to  the  estimate  the  funds  for  the  project 
“Forest  management”  and  the  project  “Watershed 
protection  and  management.” 

Forest  products _  125  000 

The  increase  recommended  by  the  committee  is  for 
experiments,  investigations,  and 'tests  to  be  allocated  by 
the  Department. 

Forest  resources  investigations _  72  000 


The  increase  recommended  by  the  committee  is  to 
restore  the  estimate  of  $822,000  for  survey  and  investi¬ 
gations. 


Total,  Forest  Service _  74G,  825 

Forest  Roads  and  Trails: 

Forest  highways -  30o,  000 


The  increase  recommended  by  the  committee  is  to 
provide  the  full  amount  of  the  estimate  of  $5,300,000. 

Flood  Control: 

The  committee  recommends  the  insertion  of  the  word: 
necessary 

so  that  the  proviso  shall  read: 

That  hereafter  funds  appropriated  for  the  Yazoo  and 
Little  Tallahatchie  watersheds  shall  be  available  for 
necessary  work  projects  *  *  * 

Soil  Conservation  Service: 

Soil  conservation  research _  500,  000 


The  increase  recommended  by  the  committee  is  to 
provide  a  total  of  $1,548,000,  which  is  $500,000  above 
the  estimate.  As  shown  under  the  decreases,  the  com¬ 
mittee  recommends  a  corresponding  decrease  of  $500,- 
000  in  the  amount  allowed  for  “Soil  conservation  oper¬ 
ations.” 

The  committee  recommends  that  a  portion  of  the 
increase  be  used  for  studies  of  soil  erosion  from  wind  on 
the  wheat  lands  in  eastern  Oregon;  the  remainder  to  be 
allocated  by  the  Department. 

Land  utilization  and  retirement  of  submarginal  land__  250,  000 

The  increase  recommended  by  the  committee  is  for  ex¬ 
penses  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  Farm  Tenant  Act 
to  be  allocated  by  the  Department. 

1  he  committee  also  recommends  an  increase  in  the  limi¬ 
tation  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  of 
$8,900,  to  provide  a  total  of  $38,000  for  the  limitation. 
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increases  and  limitations — continued 

Production  and  Marketing  Administration: 

Conservation  and  use  of  agricultural  land  re¬ 
sources: 

The  committee  recommends  that  the  limitation  for 
participants  in  the  program  authorized  for  1949  be 
increased  from  $500  to  $750,  so  that  the  proviso  shall 
read : 

and  that  no  participant  shall  receive  more  than 
$750 

Exportation  and  domestic  consumption  of  agricul¬ 
tural  commodities: 

The  committee  recommends  that  the  following 
section  be  inserted  in  the  bill: 

EXPORTATION  AND  DOMESTIC  CONSUMPTION  OF  AGRICULTURAL 

COMMODITIES 

Not  to  exceed,  $500,000  of  the  appropriation  made 
available  by  section  32  of  the  Act  of  A  ugust  24,  1935 
(7  U.  S.  C.  612  (c)),  shall  be  used  to  pay  any  subsidy, 
benefit,  or  indemnity  to  manufacturers  of  or  dealers 
in  insulation  products. 


Marketing  services: 

Market  News  Service _  $20,  000 

The  increase  recommended  by  the  committee 
is  for  the  following  additional  services: 

Frozen  foods,  national  service _  $5,  000 

Livestock,  in  Florida _  5,  000 

General,  for  Seattle  and  Yakima, 

Wash, _  5,  000 

General,  for  District  of  Columbia,,  5,  000 


Total _  20,  000 


The  committee  also  recommends  an  increase  of 
$10,000  in  the  limitation  for  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia  under  “Marketing  serv¬ 
ices,”  to  provide  a  total  of  $2,197,827  for  the  limi¬ 
tation. 


Farmers  Home  Administration: 

Production  and  subsistence  loans,  title  II -  15,  000,  000 

The  increase  recommended  by  the  committee  is  for 
production  and  subsistence  loans  under  title  II,  to 
provide  a  total  of  $75,000,000,  the  amount  of  the 
estimate.  In  granting  the  increase,  the  committee 
recommends  that  in  the  making  of  new  loans  during 
1949  preference  and  priority  be  given  to  veterans  apply¬ 
ing  for  such  loans. 


Rural  Electrification  Administration: 

Salaries  and  expenses _  450,  000 

The  increase  recommended  by  the  committee  is  for 
administrative  expenses,  to  provide  a  total  amount  of 
$5,450,000,  which  is  below  the  revised  estimate  of 
$5,900,000. 


Total  increases 


36,  236,  825 
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DEGREASES  AND  LIMITATIONS 

Research  and  Marketing  Act  of  1946: 

For  research  and  service  work  on  the  distribution 
and  marketing  of  agricultural  products _ 1  $1,  000,  000 

The  committee  recommends  a  decrease  in  this  project 
under  Title  II  in  order  to  readjust  the  amounts  for 
projects  under  Title  I  in  conformity  with  the  authoriza¬ 
tion  in  the  act,  as  explained  under  the  items  for  increases, 
to  provide  a  total  for  the  project  of  $4,000,000. 

Soil  Conservation  Service: 

Soil  conservation  operations _  500,  000 

The  committee  recommends  a  decrease  in  the  amount, 
to  provide  a  total  of  $43,500,000,  which  is  $5,500,000 
above  the  estimate.  As  shown  under  the  increases,  a 
corresponding  increase  of  $500,000  is  recommended  for 
“Soil  conservation  research.” 

Total  decreases _  1,500,000 

Total  increase _  _  __  qr  oqr  895 

Total  decrease - 1 1 1 1 1 1  1 1 1 1 1 1 II 1 1 1 1 1 1 1  1,’ 500,000 

Net  increase _  34,736,825 

Amount  of  bill  as  reported  to  Senate _  58o!  270 ’  278 
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1  Funds  in  possession  of,  but  not  belonging  to,  the  Government. 
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80th  CONGRESS 
2d  Session 


Calendar  No.  1327 


[Report  No.  1283] 


IN  THE  SENATE  OE  THE  UNITED  STATES 

March  19  (legislative  clay,  March  15),  1948 
Read  twice  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations 

May  12  (legislative  day,  May  10),  1948 
Reported  by  Mr.  Brooks,  with  amendments 

[Omit  the  part  struck  through  aud  insert  the  part  printed  in  italic] 


AN  ACT 

Making  appropriations  for  the  Department  of  Agriculture  (ex¬ 
clusive  of  the  Farm  Credit  Administration)  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1949,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  That  the  following  sums  are  appropriated,  out  of  any  money 

4  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  for  the  Depart- 

5  ment  of  Agriculture  (exclusive  of  the  Farm  Credit  Admin- 

6  istration)  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1949,  herein- 

7  after  referred  to  as  the  current  fiscal  year,  namely: 


1 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
OFFICE  OE  THE  SECRETARY 


2 

3  SALAEIES  AND  EXPENSES 

4  For  personal  services  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of 

5  Agriculture,  hereafter  in  this  Act  referred  to  as  the  Secretary, 

6  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  elsewhere,  and  other  neces- 

7  sary  expenses,  including  the  purchase  of  one  passenger  motor 

8  vehicle  for  replacement  only;  travel  expenses,  including  ex- 

9  animation  of  estimates  for  appropriations  in  the  field;  station- 
1°  ery,  supplies,  materials,  and  equipment;  freight,  express,  and 

11  drayage  charges;  advertising,  communication  service, 

12  postage,  washing  towels,  repairs  and  alterations,  and  other 
1°  miscellaneous  supplies  and  expenses  not  otherwise  provided 

14  for  and  necessary  for  the  practical  and  efficient  work  of  the 

15  Department  of  Agriculture,  hereafter  in  this  Act  referred  to 

16  as  the  Department,  $2,033,000,  together  with  such  amounts 
11  from  other  appropriations  or  authorizations  as  are  provided 

18  in  the  schedules  in  the  Budget  for  the  current  fiscal  year 

19  foi  such  services  and  expenses,  which  several  amounts  or 
portions  thereof  as  may  be  determined  by  the  Secretary 

^1  not  exceeding  a  total  of  $87,500,  shall  be  transferred  to 
22  and  made  a  part  of  this  appropriation:  Provided,  however, 
That  if  the  total  amounts  of  such  appropriations  or  authori- 
24  zations  for  the  current  fiscal  year  shall  at  any  time  exceed 
2d  or  fall  below  the  amounts  estimated,  respectively,  therefor 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 
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23 

24 

25 


3 


in  the  Budget  for  such  year,  the  amounts  transferred  or  to 
be  transferred  therefrom  to  this  appropriation  shall  be 
increased  or  decreased  in  such  amounts  as  the  Director  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  after  a  hearing  thereon  with 
representatives  of  the  Department  shall  determine  are  appro¬ 
priate  to  the  requirements  as  changed  by  such  reductions 
or  increases  in  such  appropriations  or  authorizations:  Pro¬ 
vided  further,  That,  of  appropriations  herein  made  which 
are  available  for  the  purchase  of  lands,  not  to  exceed  $1 
may  be  expended  for  each  option  to  purchase  any  particular 
tract  or  tracts  of  land:  Provided  further,  That  no  part  of 
the  funds  appropriated  by  this  Act  shall  be  used  for  the 
payment  of  any  officer  or  employee  of  the  Department  who, 
as  such  officer  or  employee,  or  on  behalf  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  or  any  division,  commission,  or  bureau  thereof,  issues, 
or  causes  to  be  issued,  any  prediction,  oral  or  written,  or 
forecast,  except  as  to  damage  threatened  or  caused  by  insects 
and  pests,  with  respect  to  future  prices  of  cotton  or  the  trend 
of  same :  Provided  further,  That,  except  to  provide  materials 
required  in  or  incident  to  research  or  experimental  work 
where  no  suitable  domestic  product  is  available,  no  part  of 
the  funds  appropriated  by  this  Act  shall  be  expended  in  the 
purchase  of  twine  manufactured  from  commodities  or 


materials  produced  outside  of  the  United  States. 

Within  the  fends  available  te  the  Department,  but 


4 


1  without  limitation  of  other  authority,  the  Secretary  el  Agri- 

2  eulturc  may  employ,  in  any  position  in  the  department,  net 

3  te  exceed  ten  persons  in  the  speeial  executive  and  speeial 

4  prolcssienal  grades  -(CAE  16  and  1-  9)  as  anthemed  hy 

5  die  Classification  Aet  el  492-3,  as  amended,  hnt  ne  sneh 

6  person  shah  he  paid  at  an  annual  rate  in  excess  el  $15,000: 

7  RESEARCH  AND  MARKETING  ACT  OE  1946 

8  To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  into  effect  the  pro- 

9  visions  ol  the  Act  ol  August  14,  1946  as  amended  (Public 

10  Law  733,  79th  Congress;  Public  Law  297,  80th  Con- 

11  gress),  including  in  addition  to  the  objects  lor  which 

12  lunds  are  available  lor  such  Act  ol  August  14,  1946, 
12  and  under  title  I  ol  the  Bankhead- Jones  Act,  as  amended, 

14  personal  services  in  the  District  ol  Columbia;  printing  and 

15  binding;  over-all  administration,  planning,  and  coordina- 

16  tion  ol  research  under  section  10  pursuant  to  the  provisions 

17  ol  section  10  (c)  ;  and  necessary  expenses  lor  carrying  out 

18  the  provisions  ol  title  III  ol  the  Act,  as  Mows : 

19  Eor  payments  to  States,  Territories,  and  Puerto  Rico 

20  for  agricultural  experiment  stations  pursuant  to  section  9 

21  of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Act  approved  June  29,  1935,  as 

22  amended  by  the  Act  of  August  14,  1946,  $2,500,000 

23  $4,000,000,  of  which  such  amount  as  shah  be  ahottable  to 

24  Alaska  shall  be  transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  the  appro- 


5 


1  priation  “Research  on  agricultural  problems  of  Alaska”,  with- 

2  out  matching  requirement; 

3  For  research  on  utilization  and  associated  problems  pur- 

4  suant  to  section  10  (a)  of  said  Act,  $3-, 000, 000  $4,800,- 

5  000; 

6  For  cooperative  research  other  than  research  on  utiliza- 

7  tion  of  agricultural  commodities  and  the  products  thereof, 

8  pursuant  to  section  10  (h)  of  said  Act,  $1-, 500, 000  $2,- 

9  400,000; 

10  For  the  improvement  and  development,  independently 

11  or  through  cooperation  among  Federal  and  State  agencies, 

12  and  others,  of  a  sound  and  efficient  system  for  the  distribution 

13  and  marketing  of  agricultural  products  pursuant  to  the  “Agri- 

14  cultural  Marketing  Act  of  1946”  (title  II  of  the  Act  of 

15  August  14,  1946),  fO^OOO^OOO  $4,000,000; 

16  In  all,  $12,000,000  $ 15,200,000 :  Provided,  That  for 

17  necessary  printing  and  binding  there  may  be  transferred 

18  to,  and  made  a  part  of,  the  item  “Printing  and  binding,  De- 

19  partment  of  Agriculture,”  such  sums  as  are  necessary:  Pro- 

20  vided  further,  That  the  Secretary  may  make  available  to  any 

21  bureau,  office,  or  agency  of  the  Department  such  amounts 

22  from  this  appropriation  as  may  he  necessary  to  carry  out  the 

23  functions  for  which  it  is  made  (but  amounts  made  available 

24  to  the  Office  of  the  Secretary,  Office  of  the  Solicitor,  and  Office 
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1  of  Information  shall  not  exceed  those  which  the  Director  of 

2  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  after  a  hearing  thereon  with  repre- 

3  sentatives  of  the  Department,  shall  determine) ,  and  any  such 

4  amounts  shall  be  in  addition  to  amounts  transferred  or  other- 

5  wise  made  available  to  other  appropriation  items  of  the 

6  Department:  Provided  further ,  That  no  part  of  this  appro- 
1  priation  shall  be  available  for  work  relating  to  fish  or  shellfish 

8  or  any  product  thereof,  except  for  the  support  of  equitable 

9  transportation  rates  before  Federal  agencies  concerned  with 
B3  such  rates  and  for  development  of  foreign  markets. 

11  OFFICE  OF  THE  SOLICITOB 

12  For  necessary  expenses,  including  personal  services  in 

13  the  District  of  Columbia  and  payment  of  fees  or  dues  for 

14  the  use  of  law  libraries  by  attorneys  in  the  field  service, 

15  $37034,500  $ 2,124,500 ,  together  with  such  amounts  from 

16  other  appropriations  or  authorizations  as  are  provided  in  the 

17  schedules  in  the  Budget  for  the  current  fiscal  year  for  such 

18  expenses,  which  several  amounts  or  portions  thereof,  as  may 

19  be  determined  by  the  Secretary,  not  exceeding  a  total  of 

20  '$148,000  shall  be  transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  this 
appropriation;  and  there  may  be  expended  for  personal 

22  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  not  to  exceed 

$1,103,033  $ 1,430,033 :  Provided,  however,  That  if  the 

24 

total  amounts  of  such  appropriations  or  authorizations  for 

25  1 

the  current  fiscal  year  shall  at  any  time  exceed  or  fall  below 
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the  amounts  estimated,  respectively,  therefor  in  the  Budget 
for  such  year,  the  amounts  transferred  or  to  be  transferred 
therefrom  to  this  appropriation  and  the  amount  which  may 
he  expended  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
shall  he  increased  or  decreased  in  such  amounts  as  the  Direc¬ 
tor  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  after  a  hearing  thereon 
with  representatives  of  the  Department,  shall  determine  are 
appropriate  to  the  requirements  as  changed  by  such  reduc¬ 
tions  or  increases  in  such  appropriations  or  authorizations. 
OFFICE  OF  INFORMATION 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  necessary  expenses  in  connection  with  the  publica¬ 
tion,  indexing,  illustration,  and  distribution  of  bulletins,  docu¬ 
ments,  and  reports,  the  preparation,  distribution,  and  display 
of  agricultural  motion  and  sound  pictures,  and  exhibits,  and 
the  coordination  of  informational  work  in  the  Department, 
$580,000,  together  with  such  amounts  from  other  appro¬ 
priations  or  authorizations  as  are  provided  in  the  schedules 
in  the  Budget  for  the  current  fiscal  year  for  such  expenses, 
which  several  amounts  or  portions  thereof,  as  may  he 
determined  by  the  Secretary,  not  exceeding  a  total  of 
$13,975  shall  be  transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  this 
appropriation,  of  which  total  appropriation  amounts  not 
exceeding  those  specified  may  he  used  for  the  purposes 
enumerated  as  follows:  For  personal  services  in  the  District 
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1  of  Columbia,  $538,000;  for  preparation  and  display  of  ex- 

2  bibits,  $105,925;  and  the  preparation,  distribution,  and 

3  display  of  motion  and  sound  pictures,  $55,600:  Provided , 

4  however,  That  if  the  total  amounts  of  the  appropriations  or 

5  authorizations  for  the  current  fiscal  year  from  which  transfers 

6  to  this  appropriation  are  herein  authorized  shall  at  any  time 

7  exceed  or  fall  below  the  amounts  estimated,  respectively, 

8  therefor  in  the  Budget  for  such  year,  the  amounts  transferred 

9  or  to  be  transferred  therefrom  to  this  appropriation  and  the 
10  amount  which  may  be  expended  for  personal  services  in  the 

Distiict  of  Columbia  shall  be  increased  or  decreased  in  such 
amounts  as  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  after  a 
I3  bearing  thereon  with  representatives  of  the  Department,  shall 
11=  determine  are  appropriate  to  the  requirements  as  changed  by 

15  such  reductions  or  increases  in  such  appropriations  or  author- 

16  izations :  Provided  further,  That  when  and  to  the  extent  that 

17  in  the  judgment  of  the  Secretary  agricultural  exhibits  and 

18  motion  and  sound  pictures  relating  to  the  authorized  pro- 

19  giams  of  the  various  agencies  of  the  Department  can  be  more 

20  advantageously  prepared,  displayed,  or  distributed  by  the 

21  Office  of  Information,  as  the  central  agency  of  the  Depart- 

22  ment  therefor,  additional  funds  not  exceeding  $300,000  for 

23  these  purposes  may  be  transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of 

24  this  appropriation,  from  the  funds  applicable,  and  shall  be 
available  for  the  objects  specified  herein,  including  personal 
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services  in  the  District  of  Columbia:  Provided  further,  That 
in  the  preparation  of  motion  pictures  or  exhibits  by  the  De¬ 
partment,  not  exceeding  a  total  of  $10,000  may  be  used  for 
employment  pursuant  to  the  second  sentence  of  section  706 
(a)  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  Organic  Act  of  1944 
(5  U.  S.  C.  574) ,  said  Act  being  elsewhere  herein  referred 
to  as  the  Organic  Act  of  1944,  as  amended  by  section  15 
of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  :  Provided 
further,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  used  for 
the  establishment  or  maintenance  of  regional  or  State  field 
offices  or  for  the  compensation  of  employees  in  such  offices 
except  that  not  to  exceed  $10,000  may  be  used  to  maintain 
the  San  Francisco  radio  office. 

PRINTING  AND  BINDING 

For  printing  and  binding  for  the  Department,  including 
all  of  its  bureaus,  offices,  institutions,  and  services,  except  as 
otherwise  provided,  $1,800,000,  including  the  purchase  of 
reprints  of  scientific  and  technical  articles  published  in 
periodicals  and  journals ;  the  Annual  Report  of  the  Secretary, 
as  required  by  the  Acts  of  January  12,  1895  (44  U.  S.  O. 
Ill,  212-220,  222,  241,  244) ,  March  4,  1915  (7  U.  S.  O. 
418),  and  June  20,  1936  (5  U.  S.  C.  108),  and  in  pur¬ 
suance  of  the  Act  approved  March  3G,  1906  (44  U.  S.  C. 
214,  224) ,  also  including  not  to  exceed  $250,000  for  farmers’ 
II.  R,  5883 - 2 
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bulletins,  which  shall  be  adapted  to  the  interests  of  the 
people  of  the  different  sections  of  the  country,  an  equal 
proportion  of  four-fifths  of  which  shall  be  delivered  to  or 
sent  out  under  the  addressed  franks  furnished  by  the  Senators, 
Representatives,  and  Delegates  in  Congress,  as  they  shall 
direct,  but  not  including  work  done  at  the  field  printing 
plants  of  the  Forest  Service  authorized  by  the  Joint  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Printing,  in  accordance  with  the  Act  approved 
March  1,  1919  (44  U.  S.  C.  Ill,  220)  ;  and  including  not 
to  exceed  $207,000  for  printing  and  binding  not  less  than  two 
hundred  thirty  thousand  eight  hundred  and  fifty  copies  for 
the  use  of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  part 
2  of  the  annual  report  of  the  Secretary  (known  as  the 
Yearbook  of  Agriculture),  as  authorized  by  section  73  of 
the  Act  of  January  12,  1895  (44  U.  S.  C.  241)  :  Provided , 
That  the  Secretary  may  transfer  to  this  appropriation  from 
the  appropriation  made  for  “Conservation  and  Use  of  Agri¬ 
cultural  Land  Resources”  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary 
for  printing  and  binding  in  connection  with  marketing  quotas 
under  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938  (7  U.  S.  C. 
1281-1407),  from  funds  appropriated  to  carry  into  effect 
the  purposes  of  the  National  School  Lunch  Act  approved 
June  4,  1946  (Public  Law  396) ,  such  sums  as  may  be 
necessary  for  printing  and  binding  in  connection  with  the 
activities  under  said  Act,  and  from  funds  appropriated  to 
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1  carry  into  effect  the  terms  of  section  32  of  the  Act  of  August 

2  24,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  612c),  as  amended,  such  sums  as 

3  may  be  necessary  for  printing  and  binding  in  connection  with 

4  the  activities  under  section  32:  Provided  further,  That  the 

5  total  amount  that  may  be  transferred  under  the  authority 

6  granted  in  the  preceding  proviso  shall  not  exceed  $145,000. 

7  LIBRARY,  DEPARTMENT  OE  AGRICULTURE 

8  For  necessary  expenses,  including  exchange  of  reference 

9  books,  lawbooks,  technical  and  scientific  books,  periodicals, 

10  and  expenses  incurred  in  completing  imperfect  series;  not 

11  to  exceed  $1,200  for  newspapers;  dues,  when  authorized  by 

12  the  Secretary,  for  library  membership  in  societies  or  associa- 

13  tions  which  issue  publications  to  members  only  or  at  a  price 

14  to  members  lower  than  to  subscribers  who  are  not  mem- 

15  bers;  $600,000,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $484,924  may  be 

16  expended  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

17  BUREAU  OE  AGRICULTURAL  ECONOMICS 

18  Eor  necessary  expenses,  including  not  to  exceed  $2,- 

19  243,400  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 

20  including  the  salary  of  Chief  of  Bureau  at  $10,000  per 

21  annum,  and  not  to  exceed  $1,000  for  the  purchase  of  books 

22  of  reference,  periodicals,  and  newspapers,  as  follows: 

23  Economic  investigations:  Eor  conducting  investigations 

24  and  for  acquiring  and  diffusing  useful  information  among 

25  the  people  of  the  United  States,  relative  to  agricultural  pro- 
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duction,  distribution,  land  utilization,  and  conservation  in 
their  broadest  aspects,  including  farm  management  and 
practice,  utilization  of  farm  and  food  products,  purchasing 
of  farm  supplies,  farm  population  and  rural  life,  farm  labor, 
farm  finance,  insurance  and  taxation,  adjustments  in  pro¬ 
duction  to  probable  demand  for  the  different  farm  and  food 
products ;  land  ownership  and  values,  costs,  prices  and  income 
in  their  relation  to  agriculture,  including  causes  for  their 
variations  and  trends,  $47900,000  $ 1,988,500 :  Provided, 
That  no  part  of  the  funds  herein  appropriated  or  made  avail¬ 
able  to  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics  under  the 
heading  “Economic  investigations”  shall  be  used  for  State 
and  county  land-use  planning,  for  conducting  cultural 
surveys,  or  for  the  maintenance  of  regional  offices. 

Crop  and  livestock  estimates:  For  collecting,  compiling, 
abstracting,  analyzing,  summarizing,  interpreting,  and  pub¬ 
lishing  data  relating  to  agriculture,  including  crop  and  live¬ 
stock  estimates,  acreage,  yield,  grades,  staples  of  cotton, 
stocks,  and  value  of  farm  crops  and  numbers,  grades,  and 
value  of  livestock  and  livestock  products  on  farms,  produc¬ 
tion,  distribution,  and  consumption  of  turpentine  and  rosin 
pursuant  to  the  Act  of  August  15,  1935  (5  U.  S.  C.  556b) , 
and  for  the  collection  and  publication  of  statistics  of  peanuts 
as  provided  by  the  Act  approved  June  24,  1936,  as 
amended  May  12,  1938  (7  U.  S.  C.  951-957) ,  $2,375,400: 
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Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  funds  herein  appropriated 
shall  be  available  for  any  expense  incident  to  ascertaining;, 
collating,  or  publishing  a  report  stating  the  intention  of 
farmers  as  to  the  acreage  to  be  planted  in  cotton,  or  for 
estimates  of  apple  production  for  other  than  the  commercial 
crop. 

OFFICE  OF  FOREIGN  AGRICULTURAL 
RELATIONS 

Salaries  and  expenses:  Eor  necessary  expenses  for  the 
Office  of  Foreign  Agricultural  Relations  and  for  enabling 
the  Secretary  to  coordinate  and  integrate  activities  of  the 
Department  in  connection  with  foreign  agricultural  work, 
including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and 
not  to  exceed  $500  for  newspapers,  $503,000. 

EXTENSION  SERVICE 

PAYMENTS  TO  STATES,  HAWAII,  ALASKA,  AND  PUERTO 

RICO 

For  payments  to  the  States,  Hawaii,  Alaska,  and  Puerto 
Rico,  for  cooperative  agricultural  extension  work  as  follows: 

Capper-Ketcham,  Bankhead- Jones,  and  related  Acts: 
Capper-Ketcham  Act,  the  Act  approved  May  22,  1928 
(7  U.  S.  C.  343a,  343b) ,  $1,480,000;  Bankhead- Jones  Act, 
section  21,  title  II,  of  the  Act  approved  June  29,  1935 
(7  U.  S.  C.  343c),  $12,000,000;  Bankhead- Jones  Act, 
section  23,  title  II,  of  the  Act  approved  June  29,  1935,  as 
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1  amended  by  the  Act  of  June  6,  1945  (7  U.  S.  C.  343d-l) , 

2  $10,590,-000  $12,500,000 ;  additional  extension  work,  the 

3  Act  approved  April  24,  1939,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C. 

4  343c-l),  $555,000;  Alaska,  the  Act  approved  February 

5  23,  1929  (7  U.  S.  C.  386c),  extending  the  bene- 

6  fits  of  the  Smith-Lever  Act  to  the  Territory  of  Alaska, 

7  $13,950,  and  section  3  of  the  Act  approved  June  20, 

8  1936  (7  IT.  S.  C.  343e),  extending  the  benefits  of 

9  the  Capper-Ketcham  Act  to  the  Territory  of  Alaska, 

10  $10,000,  in  all,  for  Alaska,  $23,950;  Puerto  Rico,  the 

11  Act  approved  August  28,  1937  (7  U.  S.  C.  343f-343g), 

12  extending  the  benefits  of  section  21  of  the  Bankhead- 

13  Jones  Act  to  Puerto  Rico,  $408,000;  in  all,  Capper- 

14  Ivetcham,  Bankhead- Jones,  and  related  Acts,  $-22,966,950 

15  $26,966,950. 

SALAEIES  AND  EXPENSES 

Administration  and  coordination  of  extension  work: 

18  Por  expenses  necessary  to  administer  the  provisions  of  the 

19  Smith-Lever  Act,  approved  May  8,  1914  (7  U.  S.  C.  341- 

20  348),  and  Acts  amendatory  or  supplementary  thereto,  and 

21  to  coordinate  the  extension  work  of  the  Department  and 
the  several  States,  Territories,  and  insular  possessions, 

23  $827,200,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $663,100  may  be  ex- 

24  pended  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 
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AGRICULTURAL  RESEARCH  ADMINISTRATION 
Office  of  Administrator 
Salaries  and  expenses:  Eor  necessary  expenses  of  the 
Office  of  Administrator,  including  the  salary  of  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  at  $10,000  per  annum,  and  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia,  and  for  the  maintenance,  opera¬ 
tion,  and  furnishing  of  facilities  and  services  at  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Research  Center,  $406,300:  Provided ,  That  the 
appropriation  current  at  the  time  services  are  rendered  may 
be  reimbursed  (by  advance  credits  or  reimbursements  based 
on  estimated  or  actual  charges)  from  applicable  appropria¬ 
tions,  to  cover  the  charges,  including  handling  and  other 
related  services,  for  equipment  rentals  (including  deprecia¬ 
tion,  maintenance,  and  repairs )  ;  for  services,  supplies,  equip¬ 
ment  and  materials  furnished,  stores  of  which  may  be 
maintained  at  the  Center,  and  for  building  construction, 
alteration,  and  repair  performed  by  the  Center  in  carrying 
out  the  purposes  of  such  applicable  appropriations  and  the 
applicable  appropriations  nuty  also  be  charged  their  pro¬ 
portionate  share  of  the  necessar}^  general  expenses  of  the 
Center  not  covered  by  this  appropriation:  Provided  farther, 
That  the  several  appropriations  of  the  Agricultural  Research 
Administration  shall  be  available  for  the  construction,  altera- 
tion,  and  repair  of  buildings  and  improvements:  Provided, 
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1  however,  That  unless  otherwise  provided,  the  cost  of  con- 

2  structing  any  one  building  (excepting  headhouses  connect- 

3  ing  greenhouses)  shall  not  exceed  $5,000,  the  total  amount 

4  for  construction  of  buildings  costing  more  than  $2,500  each 

5  shall  be  within  the  limits  of  the  estimates  submitted  and 

6  approved  therefor,  and  the  cost  of  altering  any  one  building 

7  during  the  fiscal  year  shall  not  exceed  $2,500  or  2  per 

8  centum  of  the  cost  of  the  building  as  certified  by  the  Re- 

9  search  Administrator,  whichever  is  greater. 

10  Special  Research  Fund,  Department  of 

11  Agriculture 

12  For  enabling  the  Secretary  to  carry  into  effect  the  Act 

13  approved  June  29,  1935  (7  U.  S.  0.  427,  427b,  427c, 

14  427f)  ;  for  administration  of  the  provisions  of  section  5  of  the 

15  said  Act,  and  for  special  research  work,  including  the 

16  planning,  programing,  coordination,  and  printing  the  results 

17  of  such  research,  to  he  conducted  by  such  agencies  of  the 

18  Department  as  the  Secretary  may  designate  or  establish, 

19  and  to  which  he  may  make  allotments  from  this  fund,  includ- 

20  ing  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  $1,230,- 

21  000,  of  which  amount  $835,200  shall  be  available  for  the 

22  maintenance  and  operation  of  research  laboratories  and 

23  facilities  in  the  major  agricultural  regions  provided  for  by 

24  section  4  of  said  Act,  including  not  to  exceed  $23,000 
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1  foi  construction  of  a  poultry  house  at  the  regional  poultry 

2  laboratory,  East  Lansing,  Michigan. 

3  Research  on  Strategic  and  Critical  Agricultural 

4  Materials 

5  For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry 

6  out  his  responsibilities  under  section  7  (b)  of  the  Strategic 

7  and  Critical  Materials  Stock  Piling  Act  of  July  23,  1946 
3  (Public  Law  520,  Seventy-ninth  Congress) ,  in  connection 
^  with  natural  rubber,  including  personal  services  in  the 

1°  District  of  Columbia,  $349,000. 

11  Research  on  Agricultural  Problems  of  Alaska 
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For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Secretary  to  con¬ 
tinue  the  program  for  research  into  the  basic  agricultural 
needs  and  problems  of  the  Territory  of  Alaska  in  accordance 
with  the  authority  contained  in  the  Act  of  July  30,  1947 
(Public  Law  266),  and  for  the  same  objects  and  purposes 
provided  therein,  $185,940,  together  with  contract  authority 
in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $300,000  to  construct  buildings 
and  facilities  and  to  acquire  and  install  such  equipment  as 
may  he  necessary,  on  land  donated  or  otherwise  acquired. 

Office  of  Experiment  Stations 

PAYMENTS  TO  STATES,  HAWAII,  AND  PUERTO  RICO 


23 

24 


For  payments  to  the  States,  Hawaii,  and  Puerto  Rico 
to  be  paid  quarterly  in  advance,  to  carry  into  effect  the 


H.  R.  5883 - 3 
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1  provisions  of  the  following  Acts  relating  to  agricultural  ex- 

2  periment  stations: 

3  Hatch,  Adams,  Purnell,  Bankhead- Jones,  and  related 

4  Acts:  Hatch  Act,  the  Act  approved  March  2,  1887  (7 

5  U.  S.  0.,  362,  363,  365,  368,  377-379) ,  $720,000;  Adams 

6  Act,  the  Act  approved  March  16,  1906  (7  U.  S.  C.  369), 

7  $720,000;  Purnell  Act,  the  Act  approved  February  24, 

8  1925  (7  U.  S.  C.  361,  366,  370,  371,  373-376,  380,  382), 

9  $2,880,000;  Bankhead- Jones  Act,  title  I  of  the  Act  approved 

10  June  29,  1935  (7  U.  S.  O.  427-427g) ,  $-2,661,268'  $2,861- 

11  268,  of  which  amount  not  to  exceed  $ 316  shall  be  tranferred 

12  to  and  made  a  part  of  the  appropriation  “Research  on  agri- 

13  cultural  problems  of  Alaska ”,  without  matching  requirement ; 

14  Hawaii,  the  Act  approved  May  16,  1928  (7  U.  S.  O.  386- 

15  386b) ,  extending  the  benefits  of  certain  Acts  of  Congress 

16  to  the  Territory  of  Hawaii,  $90,000 ;  Puerto  Bico,  the  Act 

17  approved  March  4,  1931,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  386d- 

18  386f ) ,  extending  the  benefits  of  certain  Acts  of  Congress  to 

19  Puerto  Rico,  $90,000;  in  all,  payments  to  States,  Hawaii, 

20  and  Puerto  Bico,  $7,361,268. 

21 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

22  Administration  of  grants  and  coordination  of  research 

23  With  States:  For  necessary  expenses,  including  not  to  ex- 

24  ceed  $183,000  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of 

25  Columbia,  to  enforce  the  provisions  of  the  Acts  approved 
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1  March  2,  1887,  March  16,  1906,  February  24,  1925, 

2  May  16,  1928,  March  4,  1931,  and  June  20,  1936, 

3  and  Acts  amendatory  thereto  (7  U.  S.  C.  361-363,  365- 

4  369,  370-383,  386,  386d-386f) ,  relative  to  their  adminis- 

5  tration  and  for  the  administration  of  an  agricultural  experi- 

6  ment  station  in  Puerto  Pico,  $197,000;  and  the  Secretary 

7  shall  prescribe  the  form  of  the  annual  financial  statement 

8  required  under  the  above  Acts,  ascertain  whether  the  ex- 

9  penditures  are  in  accordance  with  their  provisions,  coordi- 

10  nate  the  research  work  of  the  State  agricultural  colleges  and 

11  experiment  stations  in  the  lines  authorized  in  said  Acts  with 

12  research  of  the  Department  in  similar  lines,  and  make  report 

13  thereon  to  Congress. 

14  Federal  experiment  station,  Puerto  Pico:  For  expenses 

15  necessary  to  establish  and  maintain  an  agricultural  experi- 

16  ment  station  in  Puerto  Pico,  including  the  preparation,  illus- 

17  tration,  and  distribution  of  reports  and  bulletins,  $124,700. 

18  Bureau  of  Animal  Industry 

19  SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

20  For  expenses  necessary,  including  not  to  exceed 

21  $651  ?70Q  $ 1,218,000  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of 

22  Columbia,  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act,  as 

23  amended,  establishing  a  Bureau  of  Animal  Industry,  and  re- 

24  lated  Acts,  and  for  investigations  concerned  with  the  live- 
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1  stock  and  meat  industries  and  the  domestic  raising  of  fur- 

2  bearing  animals,  as  follows : 

3  Animal  husbandry:  For  investigations  and  experiments 

4  in  animal  husbandry  and  animal  and  poultry  feeding  and 

5  breeding,  and  for  carrying  out  the  purposes  of  section  101 

6  (b)  of  the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (7  U.  S.  0.  429)  authoriz- 

7  ing  coopeiation  with  State  authorities  in  the  administration 

8  of  regulations  for  the  improvement  of  poultry,  poultry 

9  products,  and  hatcheries,  $1,405,500. 

10  Diseases  of  animals:  For  scientific  investigations  of 

11  diseases  of  animals,  and  for  investigations  of  tuberculin, 

12  serums,  antitoxins,  and  analogous  products,  $1,055,000. 

lo  Eradicating  tuberculosis  and  Bang’s  disease:  For  the 

14  control  and  eradication  of  the  diseases  of  tuberculosis  and 

15  paratuberculosis  of  animals,  avian  tuberculosis,  and  Bang’s 

16  disease  of  cattle,  $6,250,000:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the 

17  money  hereby  appropriated  shall  be  used  in  compensating 

18  owners  of  cattle  except  in  cooperation  with  and  supplemen- 

19  tary  to  payments  to  be  made  by  State,  Territory,  county, 

20  or  municipality  where  condemnation  of  cattle  shall  take 

21  place,  nor  shall  any  payment  be  made  hereunder  as  compen- 

22  sation  for  or  on  account  of  any  such  animal  if  at  the  time 

23  of  inspection  or  test,  or  at  the  time  of  condemnation  thereof, 
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it  shall  belong  to  or  be  upon  the  premises  of  any  person, 
firm,  or  corporation  to  which  it  has  been  sold,  shipped,  or 
delivered  for  the  purpose  of  being  slaughtered:  Provided 
further,  That  out  of  the  money  hereby  appropriated  no 
payment  as  compensation  for  any  cattle  condemned  for 
slaughter  shall  exceed  one-third  of  the  difference  between 
the  appraised  value  of  such  cattle  and  the  value  of  the  salvage 
thereof ;  that  no  payment  hereunder  shall  exceed  the  amount 
paid  or  to  be  paid  by  the  State,  Territory,  county,  and 
municipality  where  the  animal  shall  be  condemned;  and 
that  in  no  case  shall  any  payment  hereunder  be  more  than 
$25  for  any  grade  animal  or  more  than  $50  for  any  purebred 
animal. 

Inspection  and  quarantine:  For  inspection  and  quaran¬ 
tine  work,  including  the  control  and  eradication  of  hog 
cholera  and  related  swine  diseases,  southern  cattle  ticks, 
scabies  in  sheep  and  cattle,  and  dourine  in  horses,  the  super¬ 
vision  of  the  transportation  of  livestock,  the  inspection  of 
vessels,  the  execution  of  the  twenty-eight-hour  law,  the  in¬ 
spection  and  quarantine  of  imported  animals  in  accordance 
with  the  Act  of  August  30,  1890  (21  U.  S.  C.  102),  and 
the  Act  of  July  24,  1946  (Public  Law  522) ,  and  the  inspec¬ 
tion  work  relative  to  the  existence  of  contagious  diseases, 
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1  $1,225,000:  Provided,  That  service  shall  be  maintained  at 

2  all  stockyards  having  such  service  during  the  current  fiscal 

3  year. 

4  Meat  inspection:  For  carrying  out  the  provisions  of 

5  Jaws  relating  to  Federal  inspection  of  meat  and  meat-food 

6  products ,  $11,500,000:  Provided,  That  the  unobligated  bal- 

7  ance  remaining  in  the  “ Meat  inspection  fund”  established 

8  by  the  Department  of  Agriculture  Appropriation  Act,  1948, 

9  shall  be  carried  to  the  general  fund  of  the  Treasury. 

19  Virus  Serum  Toxin  Act:  For  carrying  out  the  provisions 

11  of  the  Act  approved  March  4,  1913  (21  U.  S.  0.  151-158) , 

12  regulating  the  preparation,  sale,  barter,  exchange,  or  ship- 
!•’  ment  of  any  virus,  serum,  toxin,  or  analogous  product  manu- 

factured  in  the  United  States  and  the  importation  of  such 

15  P^ducts  intended  for  use  in  the  treatment  of  domestic 

16  animals,  $340,000  $ 365,000 . 

17  Marketing  agreements,  hog  cholera  virus  and  serum: 

18  The  sum  of  $43,000  of  the  appropriation  made  by  section 

19  12  (a)  of  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act,  approved 

20  12>  (7  U-  S.  0.  612),  is  hereby  made  available 

during  the  fiscal  year  for  which  appropriations  are  herein 

22 

made  to  carry  into  effect  sections  56  to  60,  inclusive,  of  the 
Act  approved  August  24,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  851-855), 

94  •  1  l* 

including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 


1 

2 

Q 

O 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 


23 


eradication  of  foot-and-mouth  and  other 

CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  OF  ANIMALS 
For  expenses  necessary,  including  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia,  in  the  arrest  and  eradication  of 
foot-and-mouth  disease,  rinderpest,  contagious  pleuropneu¬ 
monia,  or  other  contagious  or  infectious  diseases  of  animals, 
or  European  fowl  pest  and  similar  diseases  in  poultry,  includ¬ 
ing  the  payment  of  claims  growing  out  of  past  and  future 
purchases  and  destruction  of  animals  (including  poultry) 
affected  by  or  exposed  to,  or  of  materials  contaminated  by 
or  exposed  to,  any  such  disease,  wherever  found  and  irrespec¬ 
tive  of  ownership,  under  like  or  substantially  similar  circum¬ 
stances,  when  such  owner  has  complied  with  all  lawful 
quarantine  regulations;  and  for  foot-and-mouth  disease  and 
rinderpest  programs  undertaken  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  of  February  28,  1947  (Public  Law  8,  Eightieth 
Congress) ,  and  the  Act  of  May  29,  1884,  as  amended 
(7  U.  S.  C.,  391;  21  U.  S.  C.,  111-122),  including 
expenses  in  accordance  with  section  2  of  said  Public  Law  8, 
the  Secretary  may  transfer  from  other  appropriations  or 
funds  available  to  the  bureaus,  corporations,  or  agencies  of 
the  Department  such  sums  as  he  may  deem  necessary,  to 
be  available  only  in  an  emergency  which  threatens  the 
livestock  or  poultry  industry  of  the  country,  and  any  unex- 
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1  pended  balances  of  funds  transferred  under  this  head  in  the 

2  fiscal  year  1948  shall  be  merged  with  such  transferred 

3  amounts:  Provided,  That,  except  for  payments  made  pur- 

4  suant  to  said  Public  Law  8,  the  payment  for  such  animals 
0  ^iei  eaftei  purchased  may  be  made  on  appraisement  based 

6  011  the  meat>  egg-production,  dairy,  or  breeding  value,  but 

7  m  case  of  appraisement  based  on  breeding  value  no  ap- 

8  praisement  of  any  such  animal  shall  exceed  three  times  its 
meat,  egg-production,  or  dairy  value,  and,  except  in  case 

10  of  an  extraordinary  emergency,  to  be  determined  by  the 

11  Secretary,  the  payment  by  the  United  States  Government 

12  for  any  such  animals  shall  not  exceed  one-half  of  any  such 

13  aPPraisements:  Provided  further,  That  poultry  may  be 

14  appraised  in  groups  when  the  basis  for  appraisal  is  the  same 
lb  for  each  bird. 

Bureau  of  Dairy  Industry 

I7  Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses,  includ¬ 
ing  not  to  exceed  $515,300  for  personal  services  in  the  Dis- 
tiict  of  Columbia,  in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the 

20  Act  of  May  29,  1924  (7  U.  S.  C.  401-404),  including 

21  mvestlgations,  experiments,  and  demonstrations  in  dairy 

22  •  1 

m  ustiy,  foi  carrying  out  the  applicable  provisions  of  the 

23  Act  of  May  9,  1902  (26  U.  S.  C.  2325,  2326  (c) ) ,  re¬ 
lating  to  jo  cross  or  renovated  butter,  as  amended  by  the 

25  Act  of  June  24,  1946  (Public  Law  427),  and  the  Act  of 
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May  23,  1908  (21  U.  S.  C.  94  (a)  ),  insofar  as  it  relates 
to  the  exportation  of  process  or  renovated  butter,  $1,050,000. 
Bureau  of  Plant  Industry,  Soils,  and  Agricultural 

Engineering 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

Eor  expenses  necessary  for  investigations,  experiments, 
and  demonstrations  in  connection  with  the  production  and 
improvement  of  farm  crops  and  other  plants  and  plant  indus¬ 
tries;  soils  and  soil-plant  relationships,  and  the  application 
of  engineering  principles  to  agriculture;  plant  diseases,  in¬ 
cluding  nematodes,  and  methods  for  their  prevention  and 
control;  plant  and  plant-disease  collections  and  surveys; 
the  distribution  of  weeds  and  means  for  their  control;  meth¬ 
ods  of  handling,  processing,  transportation,  and  storage  ol 
agricultural  products;  and  plants  in  foreign  countries  and 
our  possessions  for  introduction  into  the  United  States,  in¬ 
cluding  explorations  and  surveys,  and  propagation  and  test¬ 
ing  in  this  country;  for  the  operation  and  maintenance  of 
airplanes;  and  for  personal  services  in  the  city  of  Washing¬ 
ton,  as  follows: 

Field  crops:  Eor  investigations  on  the  production,  irn 
provement,  and  diseases  of  alfalfa,  barley,  clover,  corn, 
cotton,  flax,  grasses,  oats,  rice,  rubber  crops,  sorghums,  soy 
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1  beans,  sugar  beets,  sugarcane,  tobacco,  wheat,  and  other 

2  field  crops,  $2,672,300. 

3  Fruit,  vegetable,  and  specialty  crops:  For  investigations 

4  on  the  production,  improvement,  and  diseases  of  fruit,  vege- 

5  table,  nut,  ornamental,  drug,  condiment,  oil,  insecticide,  and 

6  related  crops  and  plants,  $2,578,100. 

7  Forest  diseases:  For  investigations  of  diseases  of  forest 

8  and  shade  trees  and  forest  products,  and  methods  for  their 

9  control,  $380,480. 

Soils,  fertilizers,  and  irrigation:  For  investigations  of 

11  soil  management  methods  to  increase  and  maintain  produc- 

12  tivit3b  including  fertilization,  liming,  crop  rotations,  tillage 

13  practices,  and  other  means  of  improving  soils ;  fertilizers,  ferti- 

14  lizer  ingredients,  and  their  improvement  for  agricultural  use ; 
1^  soil  management  and  crop  production  on  dry  and  irrigated 

16  lands,  and  the  quality  of  irrigation  water  and  its  use  by  crops; 

17  and  for  the  classification  of  soils  in  a  national  s}^stem  and 

18  indication  of  their  extent  and  distribution  on  maps,  and 

19  determination  of  their  potential  productivity  under  adapted 
29  cropping  and  improved  soil  management;  $1,166,000 
21  $ 1,524,000 :  Provided,  That  the  irrigation  experiment  sta¬ 
tion  at  Baul,  California,  may  be  sold  upon  such  terms  as  the 
Secietai  y  deems  advantageous,  and  the  proceeds  of  such  sale 

24  are  to  be  available  for  the  establishment  and  equipment  of  an 

25  •  • 

irrigation  station  at  or  near  Brawley,  California,  or  the  Secre- 
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tary  may  if  be  deems  it  desirable  exchange  in  lieu  of  sale  the 
Bard  Station  for  a  suitable  site  or  facilities  at  or  near  Braw- 
ley,  and  in  connection  with  the  establishment  of  the  new  sta¬ 
tion  the  Secretary  may  accept  donations:  Provided  further, 
That  the  Secretary  shall  have  contractual  authority  in  an 
amount  not  to  exceed  $100,000  to  construct  and/or  acquire 
buildings,  facilities,  and  equipment  for  the  station  at  Brawley. 

Agricultural  engineering:  For  investigations  involving 
the  application  of  engineering  principles  to  agriculture,  in¬ 
cluding  farm  power  and  equipment,  rural  water  supply  and 
sanitation,  and  rural  electrification;  farm  buildings  and  their 
appurtenances  and  buildings  for  processing  and  storing  farm 
products,  and  the  preparation  and  distribution  of  building 
plans  and  specifications;  cotton  ginning,  and  other  engineer¬ 
ing  problems  relating  to  the  production,  processing,  trans¬ 
portation,  and  storage  of  agricultural  products;  $685,690. 

National  Arboretum:  For  the  maintenance  and  develop¬ 
ment  of  the  National  Arboretum  established  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Act  approved  March  4,  1927  (20  U.  S.  C. 
191-194),  including  travel  expenses  of  the  advisory  council 
and  the  purchase  of  one  passenger  motor  vehicle  in  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  $413,900,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $20,000 
shall  he  available  for  the  construction  of  entrance  facilities, 
including  a  guardhouse  and  rest  rooms,  and  not  to  exceed 
$10,000  may  be  expended  for  employment  pursuant  to  the 
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1  second  sentence  of  section  706  (a)  of  the  Organic  Act  of 

2  1944  (5  U.  S.  0.  574)  as  amended  by  section  15  of  the  Act 

3  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  0.  55a) . 

4  Bureau  of  Entomology  and  Plant  Quarantine 

h  SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

6  E  oi  expenses  necessary  for  investigations,  experiments, 

7  ocmonsti  ations,  and  surveys  for  the  promotion  of  economic 

8  entomology,  for  investigating  and  ascertaining  the  best 

9  means  of  destroying  insects  and  related  pests  injurious  to 
16  agiicultuie,  loi  importing  useful  and  beneficial  insects  and 
71  bacterial,  fungal,  and  other  diseases  of  insects  and  related 

12  pests,  for  investigating  and  ascertaining  the  best  means  of 

13  destroying  insects  affecting  man  and  animals,  and  the  best 

14  ways  of  utilizing  beneficial  insects,  for  carrying  into  effect 

15  the  provisions  of  the  Plant  Quarantine  Act  of  August  20, 

16  1912,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  151-167),  the  Honey  Bee 

17  Act  (7  II.  S.  C.  281-283) ,  the  Insect  Pest  Act  (7  U.  S.  C. 

18  141-144),  the  Mexican  Border  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  149)  and 

19  the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (7  U.  S.  0.  147a),  authorizing 

20  the  eradication,  control,  and  prevention  of  spread  of  injurious 

21  insects  and  plant  pests;  including  the  operation  and  mainte- 

22  nance  of  airplanes  and  the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  five,  and 

23  not  to  exceed  $718,350  for  personal  services  in  the  District 

24  of  Columbia,  as  follows : 

25  Insect  investigations:  For  the  investigation  of  insects 
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affecting  fruits,  grapes,  nuts,  trees,  shrubs,  forests  and  forest 
products,  truck  and  garden  crops,  cereal,  forage  and  range 
crops,  cotton,  tobacco,  sugar  plants,  ornamental  and  other 
plants  and  agricultural  products,  household  possessions,  and 
man  and  animals;  for  bee  culture  and  apiary  management; 
for  classifying,  identifying,  and  collecting  information  to 
determine  the  distribution  and  abundance  of  insects;  for 
invesigations  in  connection  with  introduction  of  natural 
enemies  of  injurious  insects  and  related  pests  and  for  the 
exchange  with  other  countries  of  useful  and  beneficial  insects 
and  other  arthropods;  for  developing  methods,  equipment, 
and  apparatus  to  aid  in  enforcing  plant  quarantines  and  in 
the  eradication  and  control  of  insect  pests  and  plant  diseases ; 
and  for  investigations  of  insecticides  and  fungicides,  including 
methods  of  their  manufacture  and  use  and  the  effects  of  their 
application,  83,0-1-9,-80(4  $3,023,300. 

Insect  and  plant-disease  control:  For  carrying  out  op¬ 
erations  or  measures  to  eradicate,  suppress,  control,  or  to 

% 

prevent  or  retard  the  spread  of  Japanese  bettle,  sweet- 
potato  weevil,  Mexican  fmitflies,  phony  peach  and  peach 
mosaic,  cereal  rusts,  and  pink  bollworm  and  Thurberia  weevil, 
including  the  enforcement  of  quarantine  regulations  and 
cooperation  with  States  to  enforce  plant  quarantines  as 
authorized  by  the  Plant  Quarantine  Act  of  August  20,  1912, 
as  amended  (7  U.  S.  0.  151-167) ,  and  including  the  estah- 
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1  lisliment  of  such  cotton-free  areas  as  may  be  necessary  to 

2  stamp  out  any  infestation  of  the  pink  boUworm  as  authorized 

3  by  the  Act  of  February  8,  1930  (46  Stat.  67) ,  and  for  the 

4  enforcement  of  domestic  plant  quarantines  through  inspec- 

5  tion  in  transit,  including  the  interception  and  disposition  of 

6  materials  found  to  have  been  transported  interstate  in  viola- 

7  tion  of  Federal  plant  quarantine  laws  or  regulations,  and 

8  operations  under  the  Terminal  Inspection  Act  (7  IT.  S.  0. 

9  166),  $2,586,200:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  this  appro- 

10  priation  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  cost  or  value  of  trees, 

11  farm  animals,  farm  crops,  or  other  property  injured  or 

12  destroyed:  Provided  further,  That,  in  the  discretion  of  the 

13  Secretary,  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  he  expended 

14  for  the  control  of  sweetpotato  weevil  in  any  State  until  such 

15  State  has  provided  cooperation  necessary  to  accomplish  this 

16  purpose,  or  for  barberry  eradication  until  a  sum  or  sums  at 

17  least  equal  to  such  expenditures  shall  have  been  appro- 

18  Priated>  subscribed,  or  contributed  by  States,  counties,  or 

19  local  authorities,  or  by  individuals  or  organizations  for  the 
“°  accomplishment  of  this  purpose. 

21  F°™ign  plant  quarantines:  For  operations  against  the 
-2  introduction  of  insect  pests  or  plant  diseases  into  the  United 
23  States>  incMnS  thc  enforcement  of  foreign-plant  quarantines 
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and  regulations  promulgated  under  sections  5  and  7  of  the 
Plant  Quarantine  Act  of  August  20,  1912,  as  amended 
(7  U.  S.  C.  151-167),  the  Insect  Pest  Act  of  1905  (7 
U.  8.  C.  141-144) ,  and  the  Mexican  Border  Act  of  1942 
(7  U.  S.  C.  149),  for  enforcement  of  domestic-plant  quar¬ 
antines  as  they  pertain  to  Territories  of  the  United  States 
’and  enforcement  of  regulations  governing  the  movement 
of  plants  into  and  from  the  District  of  Columbia  promul¬ 
gated  under  section  15  of  the  Plant  Quarantine  Act  of 
August  20,  1912,  as  amended,  and  for  inspection  and  cer¬ 
tification  of  plants  and  plant  products  to  meet  the  sanitary 
requirements  of  foreign  countries,  as  authorized  in  section 
102  of  the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (7  U.  S.  C.  147a) , 
$2,212,000. 

Control  of  Emergency  Outbreaks  of  Insects  and 

Plant  Diseases 

Eor  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the 
joint  resolution  approved  May  9,  1938  (7  U.  S.  C.  148- 
148e),  including  the  operation  and  maintenance  of  air¬ 
planes  and  the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  three,  and  surveys 
and  control  operations  in  Canada  in  cooperation  with 
the  Canadian  Government  or  local  Canadian  authorities, 
and  the  employment  of  Canadian  citizens,  $-l,09076PO 
$ 1,750,000 . 
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Bureau  of  Agricultural  and  Industrial  Chemistry 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

Bor  expenses  necessary  for  investigations,  experiments, 
and  demonstrations  hereinafter  authorized,  including  not  to 
exceed  $237,746  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  as  follows: 

Agricultural  chemical  and  naval  stores  investigations: 
Bor  conducting  the  investigations  contemplated  by  the  Act  of 
May  15,  1862  (5  U.  S.  C.  511,  512) ,  relating  to  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  chemistry  to  agriculture;  for  the  biological,  chemical, 
physical,  microscopical,  and  technological  investigation  of 
foods,  feeds,  drugs,  plant  and  animal  products,  and  substances 
used  in  the  manufacture  thereof;  for  investigations  of  the 
plrysiological  effects  and  for  the  pharmacological  testing  of 
such  products  and  of  insecticides;  for  the  investigation  and 
development  of  methods  for  the  manufacture  of  sugars,  sugar 
sirups,  and  starches  and  the  utilization  of  new  agricultural 
materials  for  such  purposes;  and  for  the  technological  investi¬ 
gation  of  the  utilization  of  fruits  and  vegetables  and  for 
frozen-pack  investigations;  for  the  investigation  of  naval 
stoies  (turpentine  and  rosin)  and  their  components;  the 
investigation  and  experimental  demonstration  of  improved 
equipment,  methods,  or  processes  of  preparing  naval  stores; 
and  the  weighing,  storing,  handling,  transportation,  and 
utilization  of  naval  stores;  $689^60  $634,050. 
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Regional  research  laboratories:  For  continuing  the  re¬ 
searches  established  under  the  provisions  of  section  202  (a) 
to  202  (e) ,  inclusive,  of  title  II  of  the  Agricultural  Adjust¬ 
ment  Act  of  1938  (7  U.  S.  C.  1292),  including  research 
on  food  products  of  farm  commodities,  $5,000,000,  including 
not  to  exceed  $50,000  for  the  construction  of  a  hazardous 
operations  building  at  the  Eastern  Regional  Research  Lab¬ 
oratory  located  at  Wyndmoor,  Pennsylvania. 

Bureau  of  Human  Nutrition  and  Home  Economics 
Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses,  includ¬ 
ing  not  to  exceed  $311,765  for  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  for  conducting  investigations  of  the 
relative  utility  and  economy  of  agricultural  products  for 
food,  clothing,  and  other  uses  in  the  home,  with  special 
suggestions  of  plans  and  methods  for  the  more  effective 
utilization  of  such  products  for  these  purposes,  and  such 
economic  investigations,  including  housing  and  household  • 
buying,  as  have  for  their  purpose  the  improvement  of  the 
rural  home,  and  for  disseminating  useful  information  on 
this  subject,  $813,000. 

CONTROL  OF  FOREST  PESTS 
For  expenses  necessary  for  carrying  out  operations, 
measures,  or  surveys  necessary  to  eradicate,  suppress,  con¬ 
trol,  or  to  prevent  or  retard  the  spread  of  insects  or  diseases 


H.  R,  5883 - 5 


1  which  endanger  forest  trees  on  any  lands  in  the  United 

2  States,  and  for  such  quarantine  measures  relating  thereto 

3  as  may  be  necessary  pursuant  to  the  Plant  Quarantine  Act 

4  of  August  20,  1912,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  151-167)  , 

5  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and 

6  the  purchase  (not  to  exceed  two)  and  operation  and  main- 

7  tenance  of  airplanes,  as  follows: 

8  Gypsy  and  brown-tail  moths:  Gypsy  and  brown-tail 

9  moths,  pursuant  to  section  102  of  the  Act  of  September  21, 

10  1944  (7  U.  S.  C.  147a) ,  $603,600. 

41  Forest  Pest  Control  Act:  Forest  Pest  Control  Act 

12  (Public  Law  110,  approved  June  25,  1947),  $135,000. 

13  White  pine  blister  rust:  White  pine  blister  rust,  pursu- 

14  ant  to  the  Act  of  April  26,  1940  (16  U.  S.  C.  594a), 

15  $3,750,000,  of  which  amount  $582,000  shall  be  available 

16  to  the  Department  of  the  Interior  for  the  control  of  white 

11  pine  blister  rust  on  or  endangering  Federal  lands  under  the 

18  jurisdiction  of  that  Department  or  lands  of  Indian  tribes 

19  which  are  under  the  jurisdiction  of  or  retained  under  restric- 

20  tions  of  the  United  States;  $1,974,650  of  said  amount  to  the 

21  Forest  Service  for  the  control  of  white  pine  blister  rust  on 

22  or  endangering  lands  under  its  jurisdiction;  and  $1,193,350 

23  of  said  amount  to  the  Bureau  of  Entomology  and  Plant 

24  Quarantine  for  leadership  and  general  coordination  of  the 

25  entire  program,  method  development,  and  for  operations 
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conducted  under  its  direction  for  such  control,  including, 
but  not  confined  to,  the  control  of  white  pine  blister  rust  on 
or  endangering  State  and  privately  owned  lands. 

Dutch  elm  disease:  Dutch  ehn  disease,  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  102  of  the  Act  of  September  21,  1944  (7  U.  S.  0. 
147a),  $51,800:  Provided,  That  in  the  discretion  of  the 
Secretary,  no  expenditures  from  this  appropriation  shall  be 
made  for  applying  methods  of  control  of  the  Dutch  ehn  dis¬ 
ease  in  any  State  where  measures  for  the  removal  and  de¬ 
struction  of  trees  on  non-Federal  lands  suffering  from  the 
Dutch  ehn  disease  are  not  in  force,  provided  such  removal 
and  destruction  are  deemed  essential  or  appropriate  for  the 
canying  on  of  the  control  program,  nor  until  a  sum  or  sums 
at  least  equal  to  such  expenditures  shall  have  been  appro¬ 
priated,  subscribed,  or  contributed  by  State,  county,  or  local 
authorities,  or  by  individuals,  or  by  organizations  concerned : 
Provided,  however,  That  expenditures  incurred  for  removal 
of  trees  infected  with  Dutch  ehn  disease  from  non-Federal 
lands  shall  not  be  considered  a  part  of  such  appropriations, 
subscriptions,  or  contributions:  Provided  further,  That  no 
part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  expended  for  the  removal 
and  destruction  of  trees  infected  with  the  Dutch  elm  disease 
except  where  such  trees  are  located  on  property  owned  or 
controlled  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  or  on 
property  included  within  local  experimental  control  areas. 
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FOREST  SERVICE 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary,  including  not  to  exceed 
$1,097,582  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
not  to  exceed  $10,000  for  employment  pursuant  to  the 

second  sentence  of  section  706  (a)  of  the  Organic  Act  of 

• 

1944  (5  U.  S.  C.  574),  as  amended  by  section  15  of  the 
Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  to  experiment 
and  make  investigations  and  report  on  forestry,  national  for¬ 
ests,  forest  fires,  and  lumbering,  but  no  part  of  this  appropria¬ 
tion  shall  be  used  for  any  experiment  or  test  made  outside  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  United  States;  to  advise  the  owners  of 
woodlands  as  to  the  proper  care  of  the  same;  to  investigate 
and  test  American  timber  and  timber  trees  and  their  uses, 
and  methods  for  the  preservative  treatment  of  timber;  to 
seek,  through  investigations  and  the  planting  of  native  and 
foreign  species,  suitable  trees  for  the  treeless  regions;  to 
erect  necessary  buildings:  Provided ,  That  the  cost  of  any 
building  purchased,  erected,  or  as  improved,  exclusive  of  the 
cost  of  constructing  a  water-supply  or  sanitary  system  and 
of  connecting  the  same  with  any  such  building,  and  exclusive 
of  the  cost  of  any  tower  upon  which  a  lookout  house  may 
be  erected,  shall  not  exceed  $10,000,  with  the  exception 
that  any  building  erected,  purchased,  or  acquired,  the  cost 
of  which  was  $10,000  or  more,  may  be  improved  out  of  the 
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appropriations  made  under  this  Act  for  the  Forest  Service 
by  an  amount  not  to  exceed  2  per  centum  of  the  cost  of  such 
building  as  certified  by  the  Secretary;  to  protect,  admin¬ 
ister,  and  improve  the  national  forests,  including  tree  planting 
and  other  measures  to  prevent  erosion,  drift,  surface  wash, 
soil  waste,  and  the  formation  of  floods,  and  to  conserve 
water;  to  ascertain  the  natural  conditions  upon  and  utilize 
the  national  forests,  to  transport  and  care  for  fish  and  game 
supplied  to  stock  the  national  forests  or  the  waters  therein; 
to  collate,  digest,  report,  and  illustrate  the  results  of  experi¬ 
ments  and  investigations  made  by  the  Forest  Service: 
Provided,  That  not  to  exceed  $50,000  of  the  appropriation 
for  “National  forest  protection  and  management”,  and  not 
to  exceed  $50,000  of  the  appropriation  for  “Forest  fire 
cooperation”  may  be  transferred  to  the  appropriation 
“Printing  and  binding,  Department  of  Agriculture”,  for  forest 
fire  prevention  posters  and  related  printed  material,  as 
follows : 

General  administrative  expenses:  For  general  admin¬ 
istration,  including  the  salary  of  the  Chief  Forester  at 
$10,000  per  annum,  and  for  expenses  of  the  National  Forest 
Reservation  Commission  as  authorized  by  section  14  of  the 
Act  of  March  1,  1911  (16  U.  S.  C.  514) ,  $650,000. 

National  forest  protection  and  management:  For  the 
administration,  protection,  use,  maintenance,  improvement, 
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and  development  of  the  national  forests,  including  the  estab¬ 
lishment  and  maintenance  of  forest  tree  nurseries,  including 
the  procurement  of  tree  seed  and  nursery  stock  by  purchase, 
production,  or  otherwise,  seeding  and  tree  planting  and 
the  care  of  plantations  and  young  growth;  the  operation 
and  maintenance  of  aircraft  and  the  purchase  of  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  four;  the  maintenance  of  roads  and  trails  and  the 
construction  and  maintenance  of  all  other  improvements 
necessary  for  the  proper  and  economical  administration, 
protection,  development,  and  use  of  the  national  forests, 
including  experimental  areas  under  Forest  Service  admin¬ 
istration,  except  that  where,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Secretary, 
direct  purchases  will  be  more  economical  than  construction, 
improvements  may  be  purchased;  the  construction  (not  to 
exceed  $10,000  for  any  one  structure),  equipment,  and 
maintenance  of  sanitary  and  recreational  facilities ;  timber  cul¬ 
tural  operations;  development  and  application  of  fish  and 
game  management  plans;  propagation  and  transplanting  of 
plants  suitable  for  planting  on  semiarid  portions  of  the 
national  forests;  estimating  and  appraising  of  timber  and 
other  resources  and  development  and  application  of  plans  for 
theii  effective  management,  sale,  and  use;  examination, 
classification,  surveying,  and  appraisal  of  land  incident  to 
effecting  exchanges  authorized  by  law  and  of  lands  within 
the  boundaries  of  the  national  forests  that  may  be  opened 
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to  homestead  settlement  and  entry  under  the  Act  of  June 
11,  1906,  and  the  Act  of  August  10,  1912  (16  U.  S.  0. 
506-509),  as  provided  by  the  Act  of  March  4,  1913  (16 
U.  S.  0.  512)  ;  investigation  and  establishment  of  water 
rights,  including  the  purchase  thereof  or  of  lands  or  interests 
in  lands  or  rights-of-way  for  use  and  protection  of  water 
rights  necessary  or  beneficial  in  connection  with  the  admin¬ 
istration  and  public  use  of  the  national  forests;  and  all 
expenses  necessary  for  the  use,  maintenance,  improvement, 
protection,  and  general  administration  of  the  national  forests, 
$24,889,175  $25,364,000,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $25,000 
shall  be  available  for  the  purchase  of  one  nursery  site. 

Fighting  forest  fires:  For  fighting  and  preventing  forest 
fires  on  or  threatening  lands  under  Forest  Service  adminis¬ 
tration,  including  lands  under  contract  for  purchase  or  in 
process  of  condemnation  for  Forest  Service  purposes, 
$100,000,  which  amount  shall  also  be  available  for  meeting 
obligations  of  the  preceding  fiscal  year. 

Forest  research :  For  forest  research  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  sections  1,  2,  7,  8,  9,  and  10  of  the  Act 
approved  May  22,  1928,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  581, 
581a,  581  f— 581i) ,  including  the  construction  and  mainte* 
nance  of  improvements,  as  follows: 

Forest  and  range  management  investigations:  Fire, 
silvicultural,  watershed,  and  other  forest  investigations  and 
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experiments  under  said  section  2,  as  amended,  and  investiga¬ 
tions  and  experiments  to  develop  improved  methods  of  man¬ 
agement  of  forest  and  other  ranges  under  section  7,  at  forest 
or  range  experiment  stations  or  elsewhere,  $27750,000 
$, 2,825,000 . 

Forest  products:  Experiments,  investigations,  and  tests 
of  forest  products  under  section  8,  at  the  Forest  Products 
Laboratory,  or  elsewhere,  $07000000  $1,125,000. 

Forest  resources  investigations:  A  comprehensive  forest 
survey  under  section  9,  and  investigations  in  forest  economics 
under  section  10,  $7-50000  $822,000. 

FOREST-FIRE  COOPERATION 

For  cooperation  with  the  various  States  or  other  appro¬ 
priate  agencies  in  forest-fire  prevention  and  suppression  and 
the  protection  of  timbered  and  cut-over  lands  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  sections  1,  2,*  and  3  of  the  Act 
approved  June  7,  1924,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  564- 
570),  $9,000,000,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $76,125  shall 
be  available  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
FARM  AND  OTHER  PRIVATE  FORESTRY  COOPERATION 

To  enable  the  Secretary  through  the  Forest  Service 
to  advise  timherland  owners  and  associations,  wood-using 
industries  or  other  appropriate  agencies  in  the  application 
of  forest  management  principles  to  federally  owned  lands 
leased  to  States  and  to  private  forest  lands,  so  as  to  attain 
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sustained-yield  management,  the  conservation  of  the  timber 
resources,  the  productivity  of  forest  lands,  and  the  stabiliza¬ 
tion  of  employment  and  economic  continuance  of  forest 
industries,  and  to  carry  into  effect,  through  such  agencies 
of  the  Department  as  he  ma}^  designate,  the  provisions  of 
the  Cooperative  Farm  Forestry  Act,  approved  May  18, 
1937  (16  U.  S.  C.  568b),  (not  to  exceed  $660,034) 
and  the  provisions  of  sections  4  (not  to  exceed  $83,700) 
and  5  (not  to  exceed  $65,766)  of  the  Act  approved  June 
7,  1924  (16  U.  S.  C.  567-568),  and  Acts  supplementary 
thereto;  in  all,  not  to  exceed  $809,500,  of  which  not  to 
exceed  $54,636  may  be  expended  for  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia;  and  not  to  exceed  $30,000  for 
the  construction,  alteration,  or  purchase  of  necessary  build¬ 
ings,  and  other  improvements. 

ACQUISITION  OF  LANDS  FOR  NATIONAL  FORESTS 

Under  Weeks  Act:  For  the  acquisition  of  forest  lands 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Act  approved  March  1,  1911, 
as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  513-519,  521),  $500,000,  to 
be  available  only  for  payment  toward  the  purchase  price 
of  any  lands  acquired,  including  the  cost  of  surveys  in 
connection  with  such  acquisition. 

Under  special  Acts:  For  the  acquisition  of  land  to  facili¬ 
tate  the  control  of  soil  erosion  and  flood  damage  originating 
within  the  exterior  boundaries  of  the  following  national 
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1  forests,  in  accordance  witli  the  provisions  of  the  following 

2  Acts  authorizing  annual  appropriations  of  forest  receipts  for 

3  such  purposes,  and  in  not  to  exceed  the  following  amounts 

4  from  such  receipts:  Uinta  and  Wasatch  National  Forests, 

5  Utah,  Act  of  August  26,  1935  (Public  Law  337),  as 

6  amended,  $40,000;  Cache  National  Forest,  Utah,  Act  of 

7  May  11,  1938  (Public  Law  505),  as  amended,  $10,000; 

8  San  Bernardino  and  Cleveland  National  Forests,  Biverside 

9  County,  California,  Act  of  June  15,  1938  (Public  Law  634) , 
1°  as  amended,  $22,000;  Nevada  and  Toiyabe  National  Forests, 

11  Nevada,  Act  of  June  25,  1938  (Public  Law  748),  as 

12  amended,  $10,000;  Angeles  National  Forest,  California,  Act 

13  of  June  11,  1940  (Public  Law  591),  $20,000;  Cleveland 

14  National  Forest,  San  Diego  County,  California,  Act  of  June 

15  11,  1940  (Public  Law  589),  $5,000;  Sequoia  National 

16  Forest,  California,  Act  of  June  17,  1940  (Public  Law  637) , 

17  $35,000;  in  all  $142,000. 

18  FOBEST  BOADS  AND  TBAILS 

19  For  expenses  necessary  for  carrying  out  the  provisions 

20  of  section  23  of  the  Federal  Highway  Act  approved  Novem- 

21  her  9,  1921,  as  amended  (23  U.  S.  C.  23,  23a) ,  and  for 

22  the  construction,  reconstruction,  and  maintenance  of  roads 

23  and  trails  on  experimental  areas  under  Forest  Service 

24  administration,  (1)  $9,  7 50, 000  for  forest  development 

25  roads  and  trails,  and  (2)  $&3-000,OQO  $5,300,000  for  forest 
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highways,  which  sums  are  authorized  to  he  appropriated  by 
the  Act  of  December  20,  1944  (Public  Law  521),  in  all, 
$14,750,000  $ 15,050,000  (including  not  to  exceed  $100,- 
000  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia),  to 
be  immediately  available  and  to  remain  available  until  ex¬ 
pended:  Provided,  That  this  appropriation  shall  he  available 
for  the  rental,  purchase,  construction,  or  alteration  of  build¬ 
ings  necessary  for  the  storage  and  repair  of  equipment  and 
supplies  used  for  road  and  trail  construction  and  mainte¬ 
nance,  but  the  total  cost  of  any  such  building  purchased, 
altered,  or  constructed  under  this  authorization  shall  not 
exceed  $10,000,  with  the  exception  that  any  building 
erected,  purchased,  or  acquired,  the  cost  of  which  was 
$10,000  or  more,  may  he  improved  within  any  fiscal  year 
by  an  amount  not  to  exceed  2  per  centum  of  the  cost  of 
such  buildings  certified  by  the  Secretary. 

FLOOD  CONTROL 

Flood  control:  For  expenses  necessaiy,  in  accordance 
with  the  Flood  Control  Act,  approved  June  22,  1936 
(Public  Law  738,  Seventy-fourth  Congress),  as  amended 
and  supplemented,  to  make  preliminary  examinations  and 
surveys,  and  to  perform  works  of  improvements,  $6,000,000, 
including  not  to  exceed  $135,000  for  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia,  to  be  immediately  available  and 
to  remain  available  until  expended,  with  which  shall  be 
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1  merged  the  unexpended  balances  of  funds  heretofore  appro- 

2  priated  or  transferred  to  the  Department  for  flood-control 

3  purposes:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  such  funds  shall  be 

4  used  for  the  purchase  of  lands  in  the  Yazoo  and  Little 

5  Tallahatchie  watersheds  without  specific  approval  of  the 

6  county  hoard  of  supervisors  of  the  county  in  which  such  lands 

7  are  situated:  Provided  further,  That  hereafter  funds  appro- 

8  priated  for  the  Yazoo  and  Little  Tallahatchie  watersheds 

9  shall  he  available  for  necessary  work  projects  in  all  areas  up 

10  to  that  over  which  the  Department  of  the  Army  has  juris- 

11  diction  and  responsibility  or  to  carry  out  emergency  measures 

12  authorized  by  section  7  of  the  Act  of  June  28,  1938  (52  Stat. 

13  1225) ,  as  amended. 

14  SOIL  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 

15  Eor  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 

16  the  Act  approved  April  27,  1935  (16  U.  S.  C.  590a-590f) , 

17  which  provides  for  a  national  program  of  erosion  control 

18  and  soil  and  water  conservation,  including  not  to  exceed 

19  $856,750  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 

20  furnishing  of  subsistence  to  employees,  operation  and  main- 

21  tenance  of  aircraft,  and  the  purchase  and  erection  or  altera- 

22  tion  of  permanent  buildings:  Provided,  That  the  cost  of 

23  any  building  purchased,  erected,  or  as  improved,  exclusive 

24  of  the  cost  of  constructing  a  water  supply  or  sanitary  system 

25  and  connecting  the  same  with  any  such  building,  shall 
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not  exceed  $2,500  except  where  buildings  are  acquired  in 
conjunction  with  land  being  purchased  for  other  purposes 
and  except  for  eight  buildings  to  be  constructed  at  a  cost 
not  to  exceed  $15,000  per  building:  Provided  further,  That 
no  money  appropriated  in  this  Act  shall  be  available  for 
the  construction  of  any  such  building  on  land  not  owned 
by  the  Government:  Provided  further,  That  in  the  State 
of  Missouri  where  the  State  has  established  a  central  State 
agency  authorized  to  enter  into  agreements  with  the  United 
States  or  any  of  its  agencies  on  policies  and  general  pro¬ 
grams  for  the  saving  of  its  soil  by  the  extension  of  Fed¬ 
eral  aid  to  any  soil  conservation  district  in  such  State, 
the  agreements  made  by  or  on  behalf  of  the  United  States 
with  any  such  soil  conservation  district  shall  have  the  prior 
approval  of  such  central  State  agenc}^  before  they  shall 
become  effective  as  to  such  district,  as  follows : 

Soil  conservation  research:  For  research  and  investiga¬ 
tions  into  the  character,  cause,  extent,  history,  and  effects 
of  erosion,  soil  and  moisture  depletion  and  methods  of  soil 
and  water  conservation  (including  the  construction  and 
hydrologic  phases  of  farm  irrigation  and  land  drainage,  and 
water  regulation  to  conserve  the  soil  and  reduce  fire  hazards 
in  the  Everglades  region  of  Florida,  except  that  expenditures 
for  all  work  in  the  Everglades  region  shall  be  limited  to  a 
sum  not  in  excess  of  funds  made  available  for  such  work  by 
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the  State  of  Florida,  or  political  subdivisions  thereof)  ;  and 
for  construction,  operation,  and  maintenance  of  experimental 
watersheds,  stations,  laboratories,  plots,  and  installations, 
$4^4^000  $1,548,000. 

Soil  conservation  operations:  For  carrying  out  preven¬ 
tive  measures  to  conserve  soil  and  water,  including  such 
special  measures  as  may  be  necessary  to  prevent  floods  and 
the  siltation  of  reservoirs,  and  including  the  improvement 
of  farm  irrigation  and  land  drainage,  the  establishment  and 
operation  of  conservation  nurseries,  the  making  of  conserva¬ 
tion  plans  and  surveys,  and  the  dissemination  of  information, 
■144,000,000  $43,500,000:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  this 
appropriation  may  be  expended  for  soil  and  water  conserva¬ 
tion  operations  in  demonstration  projects. 

LAND  UTILIZATION  AND  RETIREMENT  OF 
SUBMARGINAL  LAND 

For  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
title  III  of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act,  approved 
July  22,  1937  (7  U.  S.  C.  1010-1012),  and  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  approved  August  11,  1945  (Public  Law  179, 
Seventy-ninth  Congress),  including  not  to  exceed  $29,100 
$38,000  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
$1,000,000  $ 1,250,000 . 
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PRODUCTION  AND  MARKETING 
ADMINISTRATION 

Conservation  and  Use  of  Agricultural  Land 

Resources 

For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry 
into  effect  the  provisions  of  sections  7  to  17,  inclusive,  of  the 
Soil  Conservation  and  Domestic  Allotment  Act,  approved 
February  29,  1936,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  590g-590q) , 
and  the  provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of 
1938,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  1281-1407)  (except  the 
provisions  of  sections  201,  202,  303,  381,  and  383  and 
the  provisions  of  titles  IV  and  V) ,  including  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia ;  not  to  exceed  $6,000 
for  the  preparation  and  display  of  exhibits,  including  such 
displays  at  State,  interstate,  and  international  fairs  within 
the  United  States;  $150,000,000,  to  remain  available 
until  December  31,  1949,  for  compliance  with  pro¬ 
grams  under  said  provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Adjust¬ 
ment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  and  the  Act  of  February 
29,  1936,  as  amended,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
1948  programs  carried  out  during  the  period  July  1, 
1947,  to  December  31,  1948,  inclusive:  Provided,  That 
not  to  exceed  $24,500,000  of  the  total  sum  provided 
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1  under  this  head  shall  be  available  during  the  current 

2  fiscal  year,  for  salaries  and  other  administrative  expenses 

3  for  carrying  out  such  programs,  including  the  tobacco  and 

4  peanut-marketing  quota  programs,  the  cost  of  aerial  photo- 

5  graphs,  however,  not  to  be  charged  to  such  limitation;  but 
b  not  more  than  $7,000,000  shall  he  transferred  to  the  appro- 

7  priation  account,  “Administrative  expenses,  section  392,  Ag- 

8  ricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938”:  Provided  further,  That 

9  payments  to  claimants  hereunder  may  be  made  upon  the 

10  certificate  of  the  claimant,  which  certificate  shall  be  in  such 

11  form  as  the  Secretary  may  prescribe,  that  he  has  carried 

12  out  the  conservation  practice  or  practices  and  has 

13  complied  with  all  other  requirements  as  conditions  for 

14  such  payments  and  that  the  statements  and  informa- 

15  tion  contained  in  the  application  for  payment  are  cor- 

16  rect  and  true,  to  the  best  of  his  knowledge  and  belief, 

17  under  the  penalties  of  the  Act  of  March  4,  1909,  as  amended 

18  (18  U.  S.  C.  80)  :  Provided  further,  That  none  of  the 

19  funds  herein  appropriated  or  made  available  for  the 

20  functions  assigned  to  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Agency 

21  pursuant  to  the  Executive  Order  Numbered  9069,  of 

22  February  23,  1942,  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  salaries  or 

23  expenses  of  any  regional  information  employees  or  any 

24  State  or  county  information  employees,  but  this  shall  not 

25  preclude  the  answering  of  inquiries  or  supplying  of  infor- 
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1  mation  to  individual  farmers:  Provided  further,  That  such 

2  amount  shall  be  available  for  salaries  and  other  administra- 

3  tive  expenses  in  connection  with  the  formulation  and  ad- 

4  ministration  of  the  1949  programs  (amounting  to  $225,000,- 

5  000,  including  administration,  and  formulated  on  the  basis  of 

6  a  distribution  of  the  funds  available  for  payments  and  grants 

7  among  the  several  States  in  accordance  with  their  conserva- 

8  tion  needs  as  determined  by  the  Secretary :  Provided  further, 

9  That  the  proportion  allocated  to  any  State  shall  not  be  reduced 

10  more  than  15  per  centum  from  the  1946  distribution  and  that 

11  no  participant  shall  receive  more  than  $£>90  $750)  of  soil- 

12  building  practices  and  soil-  and  water-conservation  practices, 

13  under  the  Act  of  February  29,  1936,  as  amended,  and  pro- 

14  grams  under  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as 

15  amended;  but  the  payments  or  grants  under  such  program 

16  shall  be  conditioned  upon  the  utilization  of  land  with  respect 

17  to  which  such  payments  or  grants  are  to  be  made,  in  con- 

18  formity  with  farming  practices  which  will  encourage  and 

19  provide  for  soil-building  and  soil-  and  water-conserving  prac- 

20  tices  in  the  most  practical  and  effective  manner  and  adapted 

21  to  conditions  in  the  several  States,  as  determined  and  ap- 

22  proved  by  the  State  committee  appointed  pursuant  to  sec- 

23  tion  8  (b)  of  the  Soil  Conservation  and  Domestic  Allot- 

24  ment  Act,  as  amended  for  the  respective  States:  Provided 

25  further,  That  the  Secretary  may,  in  his  discretion,  from 
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time  to  time  transfer  to  the  General  Accounting  Office  such 
sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  pay  administrative  expenses 
of  said  Office  in  auditing  payments  under  this  item :  Provided 
further,  That  such  amounts  shall  he  available  for  the  pur¬ 
chase  of  seeds,  fertilizers,  lime,  trees,  or  any  other  farming 
materials,  or  any  soil-terracing  services,  and  making  grants 
thereof  to  agricultural  producers  to  aid  them  in  carrying 
out  farming  practices  approved  by  the  Secretary  under  pro¬ 
grams  provided  for  herein:  Provided  further,  That  the  Sec¬ 
retary  is  authorized  and  directed  to  make  payments  to 
farmers  who  complied  with  the  terms  and  conditions  of 
the  agricultural  conservation  programs,  formulated  pursuant 
to  sections  7  to  17,  inclusive,  of  the  Soil  Conservation 
and  Domestic  Allotment  Act,  as  amended,  if  the  Secre¬ 
tary  determines  that,  because  of  induction  into  the  armed 
forces  of  the  United  States,  such  farmers  failed  to  file,  or 
were  prevented  from  filing,  applications  for  payment  under 
any  such  program  during  the  period  the  applicable  appro¬ 
priation  for  such  program  was  available  for  obligation,  such 
payments  to  be  made  out  of  the  unobligated  balance  of  the 
appropriation,  “Conservation  and  use  of  agricultural  land 
resources”,  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture  Appropriation 
Act,  1946:  Provided  further,  That  an  application  for  pay¬ 
ment  on  the  prescribed  form  is  filed  by  any  such  farmer  (or 
the  person  entitled  to  payment  in  case  of  death,  disappear- 
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ance,  or  incompetency  of  the  farmer  under  regulations  issued 
pursuant  to  section  385  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act 
of  1938,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  0.,  1940  edition,  1385)  ) 
within  one  year  from  the  date  of  his  discharge  from  the 
armed  forces,  or  by  December  31,  1948,  whichever  is 
later:  And  provided  further,  That  no  part  of  any  funds  avail¬ 
able  to  the  Department,  or  any  bureau,  office,  corporation,  or 
other  agency  constituting  a  part  of  such  Department  shall  be 
used  in  the  current  fiscal  year  for  the  payment  of  salary  or 
travel  expenses  of  any  person  who  has  been  convicted  of 
violating  the  Act  entitled  “An  Act  to  prevent  pernicious 
political  activities”,  approved  August  2,  1939,  as  amended, 
or  who  has  been  found  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  6  of  the  Act  of  July  11,  1919  (18  U.  S.  C.  201), 
to  have  violated  or  attempted  to  violate  such  section  which 
prohibits  the  use  of  Federal  appropriations  for  the  payment 
of  personal  services  or  other  expenses  designed  to  influence 
in  any  manner  a  Member  of  Congress  to  favor  or  oppose  any 
legislation  or  appropriation  by  Congress  except  upon  request 
of  any  Member  or  through  the  proper  official  channels. 

Sugar  Act 

To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  into  effect  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1948,  approved  August  8,  1947 
(Public  Law  388) ,  including  such  amount  as  is  required 
to  complete  payments  under  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937,  as 
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1  amended  (7  U.  S.  0.  1100-1183),  $72,000,000,  to  re- 

2  main  available  until  June  30,  1950:  Provided,  That  ex- 

3  penditures  (including  transfers)  from  this  appropriation  for 

4  other  than  payments  to  sugar  producers  shall  not  exceed 

5  $1,385,545. 

6  EXPORTATION  AND  DOMESTIC  CONSUMPTION  OF 

7  AGRICULTURAL  COMMODITIES 

8  Not  to  exceed  $500,000  of  the  appropriation  made  avail- 

9  able  by  section  32  of  the  Act  of  August  24,  1935  (7  TJ.  S.  C. 

10  612  (c) ) ,  shall  be  used  to  pay  any  subsidy,  benefit,  or  in- 

11  demnity  to  manufacturers  of  or  dealers  in  insulation  products. 

12  National  School  Lunch  Act 

13  To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 

14  the  National  School  Lunch  Act  of  June  4,  1946  (Public 

15  Law  396),  there  is  hereby  made  available  $65,000,000  of 

16  the  funds  appropriated  for  the  fiscal  year  1949  by  section  32 

17  of  the  Act  approved  August  24,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  612  (c)  ) , 

18  such  amount  to  be  without  regard  to  the  25  per  centum 

19  limitation  contained  in  said  section  32,  and  to  be  exclusive 

20  of  funds  expended  in  accordance  with  the  last  sentence  of 

21  section  9  of  the  National  School  Lunch  Act:  Provided,  That 

22  no  part  of  such  funds  shall  be  used  for  nonfood  assistance 

23  under  section  5  of  said  Act. 
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Marketing  Services 

For  expenses  necessary,  including  not  to  exceed 
$2,187,827  $2,197,827  for  personal  services  in  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  in  conducting  investigations,  experiments, 
and  demonstrations,  as  follows: 

Market  news  service:  For  collecting,  publishing,  and 
distributing,  by  telegraph,  mail,  or  otherwise,  timely  infor¬ 
mation  on  the  market  supply  and  demand,  commercial 
movement,  location,  disposition,  quality,  condition,  and  mar¬ 
ket  prices  of  livestock,  meats,  fish,  and  animal  products, 
dairy  and  poultry  products  (including  broilers) ,  fruits  and 
vegetables,  peanuts  and  their  products,  grain,  hay,  feeds, 
cottonseed,  and  seeds,  and  other  agricultural  products, 
$1t6677250  $1,687,250. 

Market  inspection  of  farm  products:  For  the  investi¬ 
gation  and  certification,  in  one  or  more  jurisdictions,  to 
shippers  and  other  interested  parties  of  the  class,  quality, 
and  condition  of  any  agricultural  commodity  or  food 
product,  whether  raw,  dried,  canned,  or  otherwise  processed, 
and  any  product  containing  an  agricultural  commodity 
or  derivative  thereof  when  offered  for  interstate  shipment 
or  when  received  at  such  important  central  markets  as 
the  Secretary  may  from  time  to  time  designate,  or  at 
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1  points  which  may  be  conveniently  reached  therefrom  under 

2  such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  including 

3  payment  of  such  fees  as  will  be  reasonable  and  as  nearly 

4  as  may  be  to  cover  the  cost  for  the  service  rendered, 

5  $712,000. 

6  Marketing  farm  products:  For  acquiring  and  diffusing 
1  among  the  people  of  the  United  States  useful  information 

8  relative  to  the  needed  supplies,  standardization,  classification, 

9  grading,  preparation  for  market,  handling,  transportation, 

10  storage,  and  marketing  of  farm  and  food  products,  including 

11  the  demonstration  and  promotion  of  the  use  of  uniform 

12  standards  of  classification  of  American  farm  and  food  products 

13  throughout  the  world,  for  making  analyses  of  cotton  fiber 

11  as  provided  by  the  Act  of  April  7,  1941  (7  U.  S.  C.  473d) , 
15  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  section  201  (a)  to  201 
18  (d) ,  inclusive,  of  title  II  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 

17  Act  of  1938  (7  IT.  S.  0.  1291) ,  and  for  coordinating  nutri- 

18  tion  slices  made  available  by  Federal,  State,  and  other 

19  agencies,  including  not  to  exceed  $10,000  for  employment 

20  pursuant  to  the  second  sentence  of  section  706  (a) ,  of  the 

21  Organic  Act  of  1944  (5  U.  S.  C.  541b),  as  amended  by 

22  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a) , 

and  not  to  exceed  $20,000  for  transportation  and  other 

24 

necessary  expenses  including  not  to  exceed  $10  per  diem 

25  of  persons  serving  without  compensation  while  away  from 
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their  homes  or  regular  places  of  business;  printing  and  bind¬ 
ing;  and  not  to  exceed  $150  for  newspapers,  $1,084,500: 
Provided,  That  the  Secretary  may  make  available  to  any 
bureau,  office,  or  agency  of  the  Department  such  amounts 
from  this  appropriation  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the 
functions  for  which  this  appropriation  is  made,  and  any  such 
amounts  shall  be  in  addition  to  amounts  transferred  or 
otherwise  made  available  to  appropriation  items  in  this  Act. 

Tobacco  Acts:  To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  to  establish  and  promote  the  use  of  standards  of 
classification  for  tobacco,  to  provide  and  maintain  an  official 
tobacco-inspection  service,  approved  August  23,  1935  (7 
U.  S.  C.  511-511q),  the  Act  to  provide  for  the  collection 
and  publication  of  statistics  of  tobacco  by  the  Department, 
approved  January  14,  1929  (7  U.  S.  O.  501-508),  as 
amended,  and  the  Act  to  prohibit  the  exportation  of  tobacco 
seed  and  plants,  approved  June  5,  1940  (7  U.  S.  C.  516) , 
$1,552,000. 

Cotton  Statistics,  Classing,  Standards  and  Futures  Acts: 
To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Act  authorizing 
the  Secretary  to  collect  and  publish  statistics  of  the  grade 
and  staple  length  of  cotton,  approved  March  3,  1927,  as 
amended  by  the  Act  of  April  13,  1937  (7  U.  S.  C.  471- 
476) ,  and  to  perform  the  duties  imposed  upon  him  by  chap¬ 
ter  14  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  relating  to  cotton 
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futures  (26  U.  S.  0.  1920-1935),  and  to  carry  into  effect 
the  provisions  of  the  United  States  Cotton  Standards  Act, 
approved  March  4,  1923,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  51-65), 
$1,399,000. 

Marketing  regulatory  acts:  For  expenses  necessary  to 
carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Perishable  Agricultural 
Commodities  Act,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  499a-499r),  the 
Act  to  prevent  the  destruction  or  dumping  of  farm  produce 
(7  U.  S.  C.  491-497),  the  Act  to  provide  standards  for 
baskets  and  containers  for  fruits  and  vegetables,  as  amended 
( 15  U.  S.  C.  251-256) ,  the  Act  to  fix  standards  for  hampers, 
round  stave  baskets,  and  splint  baskets  for  fruits  and  vege¬ 
tables  (15  U.  S.  C.  257-257i) ,  the  Act  to  provide  export 
standards  for  apples  and  pears  (7  U.  S.  C.  581-589),  the 
United  States  Grain  Standards  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  71-87), 
the  United  States  Warehouse  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  241-273), 
the  Federal  Seed  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  1551-1610) ,  the  Packers 
and  Stockyards  Act,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  181-229), 
the  Naval  Stores  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  91-99),  and  the  Federal 
Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act  of  June  25, 
1947  (Public  Law  104) ,  $3,178,350. 

COMMODITY  EXCHANGE  AUTHORITY 

Commodity  Exchange  Act:  To  enable  the  Secretary  to 
cairy  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Commodity  Exchange 
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Act,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  l-17a) ,  including  not  to 
exceed  $153,000  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  $530,000. 

FARMERS’  HOME  ADMINISTRATION 
For  expenses  necessary,  including  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia,  to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions 
of  titles  I,  II,  and  the  related  provisions  of  title  IV  of  the 
Bankhead- Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  1000-1029) , 
as  amended,  the  Farmers’  Home  Administration  Act  of  1946 
(Public  Law  731),  approved  August  14,  1946,  and  Public 
Law  563,  approved  July  30,  1946,  as  follows: 

Loans:  Title  I  and  section  43  (including  payments  in 
lieu  of  taxes  and  taxes  imder  section  50) ,  $15,000,000;  title 
II,  $60-, 000, 000  $75,000,000. 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  the  making  and  servicing  of 
new  loans,  insuring  mortgages,  the  servicing  and  collecting 
of  loans  made  under  prior  authority,  and  the  liquidation  of 
assets  transferred  to  Farmers’  Home  Administration  pursuant 
to  the  Farmers’  Home  Administration  Act  of  1946, 
$22,000,000,  together  with  a  transfer  to  this  appropriation 
item  of  not  to  exceed  $120,000  of  the  fees  and  administra¬ 
tive  expense  charges  made  available  by  subsections  (d)  and 
(e)  of  section  12  of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act, 
as  amended. 
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1  WATER  FACILITIES,  ARID  AND  SEMIARID 

2  AREAS 

3  To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Act  to  promote 

4  conservation  in  the  arid  and  semiarid  areas  of  the  United 

5  States  by  aiding  in  the  development  of  facilities  for  water 

6  storage  and  utilization,  approved  August  28,  1937,  as 
.7  amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  590r-590x,  590z-5),  $1,750,000,  of 
3  which  not  to  exceed  $11,000  may  be  expended  for  personal 
9  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

10  RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION  ADMINISTRATION 
To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Rural  Electri¬ 
fication  Act  of  1936,  approved  May  20,  1936,  as  amended 

13  (7  U.  S.  C.  901-915,  as  amended  by  the  Act  of  July  30, 

14  1947  (Public  Law  266)  ) ,  as  follows: 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  administrative  expenses, 

16  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  not 

17  to  exceed  $500  for  newspapers ;  and  not  to  exceed  $500  for 

18  financial  and  credit  reports ;  ^OOOyOPQ  $5,450,000. 

19  Loans:  For  loans  in  accordance  with  sections  3,  4,  and  5 
of  said  Act,  and  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  section  7 

21  thereof,  $400,000,000,  to  be  borrowed  from  the  Secretary 

22 

o  tie  Treasury  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section 
23  3  (a)  of  said  Act. 
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GENERAL  PROVISIONS— DEPARTMENT  OE 

AGRICULTURE 

Sec.  2.  No  funds  appropriated  or  made  available  under 
this  title  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  compensation  or  expenses 
of  any  officer  or  employee  of  the  Department  or  any  bureau, 
office,  agency,  or  service  of  the  Department,  or  any  corpora¬ 
tion,  institution,  or  association  supervised  thereby,  who  makes 
or  approves,  or  directs  or  authorizes  the  approval  of,  any 
loan  or  advance  by  the  Regional  Agricultural  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration  of  Washington,  District  of  Columbia,  unless  such 
loan  or  advance  (1)  is  for  the  purpose  of  protecting  the 
security  for  or  assisting  in  the  collection  of  a  loan  or  advance 
theretofore  made  by  the  Corporation,  or  (2)  is  for  use  in  and 
confined  to  a  specific  area  or  region  in  which  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  shall  have  found  that  such  loans  for  specified 
agricultural  purposes  and  for  limited  time  periods  are  neces¬ 
sary  because  of  economic  emergencies  or  production  disasters. 
All  loans  and  advances  made  pursuant  to  this  section  will 
carry  the  full  personal  liability  of  the  borrower,  shall  be 
secured  by  crops  or  livestock  and  such  additional  collateral 
as  is  deemed  necessary  to  afford  reasonable  assurance  of 
repayment,  and  will  be  accompanied  by  a  certificate  of  refusal 
of  the  loan  or  advance  by  a  local  bank  or  the  production 
credit  association  serving  the  area. 
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Sec.  3.  Within  the  unit  limit  of  cost  fixed  by  law  the 
lump-sum  appropriations  made  for  the  Department  under 
this  title  shall  be  available  for  the  purchase  of  passenger 
motor  vehicles,  and  for  the  hire  of  such  vehicles,  necessary 
in  the  conduct  of  the  work  of  the  Department  outside  the 
District  of  Columbia,  but  the  number  of  such  vehicles  pur¬ 
chased  or  otherwise  acquired  for  all  the  activities  of  the 
Department  for  which  appropriations  are  made  under  such 
title  shall  not  exceed  the  total  number  indicated  for  purchase 
by  the  Department  under  the  statements  of  proposed  expendi¬ 
tures  for  purchase  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles  in 
the  Budget. 

Sec.  4.  Provisions  of  law  prohibiting  or  restricting  the 
employment  of  aliens  shall  not  apply  to  (1)  the  temporaiy 
employment  of  translators  when  competent  citizen  translators 
are  not  available;  (2)  employment  in  cases  of  emergency 
of  persons  in  the  field  service  of  the  Department  for  periods 
of  not  more  than  sixty  days;  and  (3)  employment  under 
the  appropriation  for  the  Office  of  Foreign  Agricultural 
Relations. 

Sec.  5.  Appropriations  made  in  this  title  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  health  service  programs  as  authorized  by  law  (5 
U.  S.  C.  150). 

Sec.  6.  Appropriations  and  other  funds  available  to  the 
Department  during  the  current  fiscal  year  (except  those 
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appropriated  or  authorized  in  title  II  of  this  Act  for  such 
fiscal  year)  shall  be  available  for  the  payment  of  claims  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  403  of  the  Federal  Tort  Claims  Act  (28 

U.  S.  C.  921). 

Sec.  7.  Ho  part  of  any  appropriation  contained  in  this 
title  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  salary  or  wages  of  any  person 
who  engages  in  a  strike  against  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  or  who  is  a  member  of  an  organization  of  Government 
employees  that  asserts  the  right  to  strike  against  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  United  States,  or  who  advocates,  or  is  a  member 
of  an  organization  that  advocates,  the  overthrow  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  by  force  or  violence:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  for  the  purposes  hereof  an  affidavit  shall  he  con¬ 
sidered  prima  facie  evidence  that  the  person  making  the 
affidavit  has  not  contrary  to  the  provisions  of  this  section 
engaged  in  a  strike  against  the  Government  of  the  United 
States,  is  not  a  member  of  an  organization  of  Government 
employees  that  asserts  the  right  to  strike  against  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  United  States,  or  that  such  person  does  not  ad¬ 
vocate,  and  is  not  a  member  of  an  organization  that  advocates, 
the  overthrow  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  by 
force  or  violence :  Provided  further,  That  such  administrative 
or  supervisory  employees  of  the  Department  as  may  be  desig¬ 
nated  for  the  purpose  by  the  Secretary  are  hereby  authorized 
to  administer  the  oaths  to  persons  making  affidavits  required 
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1  by  this  section,  and  they  shall  charge  no  fee  for  so  doing: 

2  Provided  further,  That  any  person  who  engages  in  a  strike 

3  against  the  Government  of  the  United  States  or  who  is  a 

4  member  of  an  organization  of  Government  employees  that 

5  asserts  the  right  to  strike  against  the  Government  of  the 

6  United  States,  or  who  advocates,  or  who  is  a  member  of  an 
1  organization  that  advocates,  the  overthrow  of  the  Govern- 

8  ment  of  the  United  States  by  force  or  violence  and  accepts 

9  employment  the  salary  or  wages  for  which  are  paid  from 

10  any  appropriation  contained  in  this  title  shall  be  guilty  of  a 

11  felony  and,  upon  conviction,  shall  be  fined  not  more  than 

12  $1,000  or  imprisoned  for  not  more  than  one  year,  or  both : 

13  Provided  further,  That  the  above  penalty  clause  shall  be  in 

14  addition  to,  and  not  in  substitution  for,  any  other  provisions 

15  of  existing  law:  Provided  further,  That  nothing  in  this  sec- 

16  tion  shall  be  construed  to  require  an  affidavit  from  any  person 

17  employed  for  less  than  sixty  days  for  sudden  emergency  work 

18  involving  the  loss  of  human  fife  or  destruction  of  property, 

19  and  payment  of  salary  or  wages  may  be  made  to  such  persons 

20  from  applicable  appropriations  for  services  rendered  in  such 

21  emergency  without  execution  of  the  affidavit  contemplated  by 

22  this  section. 

Sec.  8.  Limitations  on  amounts  to  be  expended  for  per- 
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sonal  services  under  appropriations  in  this  Act  shall  not 
apply  to  lump-sum  leave  payments  pursuant  to  the  Act  of 
December  21,  1944  (5  U.  S.  0.  61b-e) . 

Sec.  9.  This  Act  may  be  cited  as  the  “Department  of 
Agriculture  Appropriation  Act,  1949”. 

TITLE  II— GOVERNMENT  CORPORATIONS 
Sec.  201.  The  following  sums  are  appropriated,  out 
of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated, 
for  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation  for  the  current 
fiscal  year,  namely: 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  FEDERAL  CROP  INSURANCE  ACT 
Operating  expenses:  Eor  operating  and  administrative 
expenses,  $3,725,000,  including  not  to  exceed  $700  for 
newspapers. 

Sec.  202.  The  following  corporations  are  hereby  author¬ 
ized  to  make  such  expenditures,  within  the  limits  of  funds 
and  borrowing  authority  available  to  each  such  corporation 
and  in  accord  with  law,  and  to  make  such  contracts  and  com¬ 
mitments  without  regard  to  fiscal  year  limitations  as  pro¬ 
vided  by  section  104  of  the  Government  Corporation  Control 
Act,  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the  programs  set 
forth  in  the  budget  for  the  current  fiscal  year  for  each  such 
corporation,  except  as  hereinafter  provided: 
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1  administrative  expenses,  commodity  credit 

2  CORPORATION 

3  Commodity  Credit  Corporation:  Nothing  in  this  Act 

4  shall  be  so  construed  as  to  prevent  the  Commodity  Credit 

5  Corporation  from  carrying  out  any  activity  or  any  program 

6  authorized  by  law:  Provided,  That  not  to  exceed 
.7  $7,575,000  shall  be  available  for  administrative  expenses 

8  of  the  Corporation,  including  not  to  exceed  $400  for 

9  periodicals,  maps,  and  newspapers :  Provided  farther, 

10  That  all  neccesary  expenses  (including  legal  and  special 

11  services  performed  on  a  contract  or  fee  basis,  but  not 

12  including  other  personal  services)  in  connection  with 

13  the  acquisition,  operation,  maintenance,  improvement,  or 

•  X 

14  disposition  of  any  real  or  personal  property  belonging 

15  to  the  Corporation  or  in  which  it  has  an  interest,  includ- 

16  ing  expenses  of  collections  of  pledged  collateral,  shall  be 

17  considered  as  nonadministrative  expenses  for  the  purposes 

18  hereof. 

19  Sec.  203.  The  authorities,  restrictions,  and  prohibitions 

20  specified  under  the  head  “General  provisions”  in  the  Govern- 

21  ment  Corporations  Appropriations  Act,  1949,  shall  be  ap- 

22  plicable  to  title  II  of  this  Act. 

Passed  the  House  of  Kepresentatives  March  18,  1948. 

AttesC  JOHN  ANDREWS, 

Clerk. 
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80th  CONGKESS 
2d  Session 


H.  R.  5883 


IN'  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

May  13  (legislative  day,  May  10) ,  1948 
Ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed 


AMENDMENT 

Intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Russell  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
5883)  making  appropriations  for  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  (exclusive  of  the  Farm  Credit  Administration)  for 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1949,  and  for  other  purposes, 
viz: 

1  On  page  49,  lines  4  and  5,  strike  out  the  figure 

2  “$225,000,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  figure 

3  “$300,000,000”, 
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h.  R.  5883 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

Mat  18  (legislative  day,  Mat  10),  1948 
Ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed 


AMENDMENT 

Intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Magntjson  to  the  bill  (II.  R. 
5883)  making  appropriations  for  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  (exclusive  of  the  Farm  Credit  Administration)  for 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1949,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses,  viz : 

1  On  page  59,  strike  lines  19  through  21,  including  the 

2  word  “repayment”  in  line  22,  and  substitute  therefor  the 

3  words  “be  made  in  conformity  with  the  provisions  of  section 

4  201  (e)  of  the  Emergency  Relief  and  Construction  Act  of 

5  1932,  as  amended  (title  12,  U.  S.  C.  1148),”. 
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r.  PERSOHEEL  SERVICES.  The  Interstate  and  Foreign  Connerce  Connittee, approved  fo] 
report  ing  (hut  did  not  actually  report)  H.R.  4426,  providing  basic  author! 
for  certain  functions  and  activities  of  the  Weather  Bureau,  and  H.R.  4427 i 
jdiorizing  the  use  of  Connerce  Departne nt  appropriations  for  furnishing  to- 
toyees  of  that  Departnent  and  other  personnel  outside  the  continental  44  S., 

_ |  nedical  service,  connissary  service  and  messing  facilities,  cert^ui  recrea— 

tio  b!  facilities,  and  livirg  and  working  quarters  Vo.  D5ll) » 


’it  yy 


fen- 


itmmt 


lg.  LEGISLATIVE  PROG-RAM.  Sen.  Wherry,  Hebr* , obtained  unanimous  consent  to  consider- 
the  agricultural  appropriation  billinnefliately  following  the  vote  at  3;30  today 
on  the  Rresiu'ent  *s  veto  "of  the  "tonic  Energy  Commission  loyalty  test  bill  (pro. 
635 5~6) ,  -and  obtained  unaninous  consent  for  a  call  of  the  calendar  for  the  con¬ 


sideration  of  unob  jeeted— to  bills  on  Mon.,  May  24  (p.  6309). 


BILLS  I1TTR0DUCED 


19.  GRAZING  LARDS.  H.rS 
to  investigate  the 
Rules  Connittee.  (p< 


6o4,  by  R  qi .  3  arr  e  1 1 ,  Wy  0 . , 
linistration  of  public  lands  fo 

>400.) 


.ng  a  select  connittee 
grazing  purposes.  -To 


20.  PERSONNEL .  H.R,  664l,  by^Reu*  Mills.,  Ark.,  to  gpend  the  Civil  Service  Retire- 
nent  Act  to.  provide  annuities  for  certain  surviving  spouses  of  annuitant’s  re— 

R°st  Offic^/and  Civil  Service  Connittee.  ( 


tired  prior  to  April  1, 

6400 . ) 


p. 


'land,  Ariz. -(for  hinself  and  Sen.  Hayden, 
withdrawn  land  in  tracts  toe  snail  to  be 
it  ion  act.  To  Interior  and  Insular  Af— 


21.  RECLAMATION  S.  2713*  ^7  sen.  Me 
Ariz.),  to  authorize  the  disposal’ 
clossed  a.s  farn  units  under  the  r 
fairs  Connittee.  (p.  63IO.) 

S.  2715,  by  Sen.  McFarland,  AjfUz-V(for  hinself  and  sen.  Hayden,  Ariz.), 
to  authorize  the  reinbur senent  of  the- reclamation  fund  .for  the  cost  of  the 
construction,  and  certain  costs  of  opc  ratrl^n  and  maintenance  of  the  Colorado 
River  front  work  and  levee  system  adjacentVo  the  Yuma  Federal  irrigation  pro¬ 
ject  in  Ariz.  and  Calif.  Toitnterior  and  Irfkxlar  Affairs  Connittee.  (p.6310.) 


fo: 


/  . 

22.  FLOOD  CONTROL.  S.  2716,  by  Seri.  Ferguson,  Mich, 
examination  and  survey  of  River  Rouge,  Mich., 
action  necessary  to  control  floods  on  the  River 
Works  Connittee.  (p./63lO.) 

~ Jr 

/  IT IMS  I  IT  APPENDIX 


to  provide  for  a  preliminary 
.e  purpose  of  determining 
ie  drainage  area.  To  Public 


sed  the’  House  Veter— 
1  homestead  hous- 


23.  VETERANS *  BENEFITS.  "Rep.  Rogers,  Mass. ,  inserted  and  dis 

ans*  Affairs  Qonnittee  explanation  of  H.R.  44gg.,  the  vetera1 
ing  bill  (pW*  A3 309-IO ) . 

24.  FEDERAL  AID;  EDUCATION.  Extension  of  remarks  of  Rep.  Fernandez,>NHex. ,  favor¬ 

ing  Fed^al  aid  for  education  and  inserting  Josephine  Ripley* s  Christian  Science 
Monitruf  article,  “Education  is  Losing  Ground"  (p.  A3314). 

Jr 

25*  MEAT  jEN  SPECT I  OH.  Extension  of  remarks  of  Rep.  Holifield,  Calif.,  fay 

fb,  to  provide  for  neat  inspection  at  Federal  expense,  and  inserting 
States  Meat  Packers  ASsn.  letter. on  the  subject  (pp.  A3316-7), 


26/HOUSIHG.  Extension  of  remarks  of  Rep.  Smith,  Maine,  calling  attention  to  a  cjis — 
Charg©  petition  to  bring  the  TEW  housing  bill  before  the  House ^ and  listedjaan! 


UIAcJU  i  JJ  vj  w  X  u  XVy  XJ-  uU  u  i  x  1-Lf9>  -  VO 

of  these  who  signed  the  petition  and  others  favoring  the  bill  ( pp »  A3317—S) * 


BILLS  APPROVED  BY  TEE  PRESIDENT 


sj*  BOE.RCGL  AGRICULTURE.,  Sen.  Kilgore,  N. Va. ,  inserted  ¥n.  L.  Shirer’s  H.Y. Herald 
-LriLune  article  on  the  agricultural  and  industrial  economy  of  Poland  (rm. 

A3319-20).  c  li 


2S.  EaW  PROGRAM.  Rep.  Donohue,  Mass.,  inserted  his  recent  address  on  the 
.  a.nc&of  agriculture  to  the  Ration  (pp.  A3323-4) . 


29.  FOKEIGkWuse.  Extension  of  remarks  of  Rep.  Dingell,  Mich.,  includes  two  news- 
paper  edlfrvrials,  on  extension  of  the  Trade  Agreements  Act  (t>p*^3329~3o'' . 

Rem^Wrhart-,  Calif.,  inserted  George  Rothwell  Brown1  sj^v^jmer  articl.i 
on  extensiori%^f  tne  irade  Agreements  A ct  (pu»  A3325,  A3326~5lf» 


30.  MIDLIFE.  h.R.  107  provides  for  the  acquisition  and  jrWntcnance  of  wildlife 
20th^CoOnt)and  C°nt  Vreas  in  California.  Anproj^d  May  IS  (Public  Law  534,, 


.1.  SURF L„S  LA^DS;  UILDLIEE...  4oiS  authofizey&e  transfer  to  the  States  or  thl 

Interior  Department  of  surplHe  federal  real  .property,  -chiefly  valuable  for  the  I 
.  conservation  of  wildlife.  Amoved  May  ly^Public  Lcaw  537,  SOth  Cong.).  *  I 


32.  FOREIGN  trade.  _  H.R  59  3  3,  provide^ r /e  temporary  free  importation  of  racing 

uV  S.^d  ralsc,s  fr°n  'plC0  to  maximum  value-  of  foreign  goods  which 

.S.  citizens  returning  from  ahroad^v  bring  into  the  U.S.  free  of  duty.  Am- 
.  proved  May  19  (Public  Law  5^0,  SOJ?  C0\.)#  7  •  P 


33.  BUILDIIIGS  m  GROUNDS.  H.R.  toft  author iz\the  Federal  ¥drks  A^ncy  to  con- 
Toth  Can g.)T  Ac  count  ing^ff  i  ce  bullding^Amuroved  May  IS  (Public  Law  533, 


COMM  IT  TIE  HEAR  I  EG  S  ANNOU^IENTS  for  May  21.  H.  ExoenditX  in  the  Executive  ft* 
partnents,  prouerty-n^ogement  bill,.  S.  Appropriations.  ^ioint 

ects  in  S  tjOu l0yees,  efficiency  ratings;  S.  Public  W0rk\  flood  control  pro 

bill  °( ov  >1  \Jr  r#>  and  kla*’  conference  on  Government  service  separation 
4-o3  JR:  ?y*er°™  ?»  enendnent  to  S^ta,  Property  Act  (ox.)X.  fcorourL- 

**»***-*•  independent  O  f ;  ng 

for*  0^  l-2f  t°  own  ‘»«Prlatlo“  (e3t*>'  H-  Agrioulturk  TJSM  trans 

h;  Puhinards  nMHifi  and  Currency,  continuation  of  certaijCr  powers 

/  addit  ion  of  lands  to  Umta  and  Wasatch  National  Forest,  Tteah. 


>r  supplemental  information  an*  copies  of  legislative  naterial  referred  to,  oaf 

Azt.  4b 51  or  send  to  Room  113  A^n. 
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always  develops  when  we  are  operating 
on  a  schedule  and  attempting  to  close 
the  session — that  we  might  take  up  the 
agricultural  appropriation  bill  at  the 
conclusion  of  consideration  of  the  pend¬ 
ing  question  tomorrow  and,  if  possible, 
dispose  of  all  the  amendments  except 
one  or  two , with  respect  to  which  there 
may  be  controversy  and  then  let  the  bill 
go  over  until  Kfonday. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  it  will 
not  require  10  minutes  to  dispose  of  all 
the  amendments  wfcich  are  not  contro¬ 
versial.  I  do  not  kW)w  that  there  are 
more  than  one  or  two^uch  amendments 
in  the  bill.  I  wish  to  cooperate  with  the 
Senator  and  with  the  majority  of  the 
Senate  in  expediting  the  business  of  the 
Senate.  We  pass  appropHation  bills 
rather  rapidly.  It  is  a  rather  important 
question  we  are  now  discussing  and  I 
am  sure  that  neither  side  is  discussing  it 
facetiously.  It  is  really  an  impotiant 
constitutional  question.  While  I^am 
anxious  to  expedite  consideration  of  ft 
question,  I  could  not  agree  to  2  o’clocE 
as  the  time  for  voting.  I  would  agree  to 1 
4  o’clock  tomorrow. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  while 
the  Senator  is  very  optimistic  as  to  the 
length  of  time  which  the  agricultural 
appropriation  bill  will  take,  I  am  quite 
confident  that  it  would  be  a  miracle  if 
within  10  minutes  we  could  dispose  of 
all  the  amendments  except  one  or  two 
controversial  amendments. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  We  can  never  tell 
how  long  a  time  will  be  required  to  finish 
consideration  of  a  bill,  but  we  know  how 
rapidly  we  can  dispose  of  amendments 
to  appropriation  bills  to  which  there  is 
no  objection.  They  go  through  rapidly. 
I  am  sure  that  between  4  o’clock  and  6 — 
and  we  shall  not  adjourn  much  earlier 
than  6  tomorrow — we  could  dispose  of 
the  amendments  which  are  not  contro¬ 
versial  and  allow  the  one  or  two  contro¬ 
versial  amendments  to  go  over  until 
Monday. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Maryland  has  raised  three 
fingers.  He  is  one  of  my  favorite  Sena¬ 
tors.  I  presume  the  Senator  means  that 
he  would  be  willing  to  vote  at  3  o’clock. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
only  one  vote;  but  let  me  say  to  th^ 
Senator  from  Nebraska  that  long  servi 
in  this  body  has  convinced  me  that/no 
Senator  who  takes  a  position  on  ^con¬ 
stitutional  question  ever  surrenders  to 
the  other  side.  I  do  not  know  tttat  any¬ 
thing  is  to  be  gained  by  a  long  debate. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  suggest  to  the 
minority  leader,  and  also  tyThe  Senator 
from  California  [Mr.  K^dwland]  and 
the  Senator  from  Iowar  [Mr.  Hicken- 
looper]  that  the  ho uy of  3  o’clock  to¬ 
morrow  be  fixed  for  Voting. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND;'  Mr.  President,  re¬ 
serving  the  right  object,  I  understand 
that  if  the  houiyis  set  at  3  o’clock,  the 
time  will  be  equally  divided  between  pro¬ 
ponents  and /Opponents  of  the  veto. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  LARGER.  Mr.  President,  reserv¬ 
ing  the,  right  to  object,  when  will  the 
Senate' again  take  up  the  displaced  per- 
sons.bill? 

IVfr.  WHERRY.  The  displaced  persons 
legislation  is  the  unfinished  business. 
The  veto  message  was  laid  down  as  a 


privileged  matter.  When  consideration 
of  that  subject  is  terminated,  the  un¬ 
finished  business  will  be  the  displaced 
persons  bill.  It  was  my  thought  that  if 
we  could  take  up  the  agricultural  appro¬ 
priation  bill  tomorrow  by  unanimous 
consent,  we  might  conclude  considera¬ 
tion  of  that  legislation,  and  then  the 
Senate  would  return  to  consideration  of 
the  displaced  persons  bill  on  Monday. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  McMAHON.  Mr.  President,  re¬ 
serving  the  right  to  object,  I  had  the 
honor  of  making  the  only  speech  in  oppo¬ 
sition  to  this  proposal  when  it  was  passed 
on  a  voice  vote  a  few  weeks  ago.  It  is  not 
the  intention  of  the  Senator  from  Con¬ 
necticut  to  try  to  give  a  long  disserta¬ 
tion  on  constitutional  law  and  on  the 
history  of  the  efforts  of  the  legislature  to 
encroach  upon  the  Executive.  However, 

I  believe  that  the  question  which  we  are 
now  considering  goes  to  the  very  funda¬ 
mentals  of  constitutional  government. 

For  my  part,  if  the  Senator  frQm 
lebraska  could  see  his  way  clear  to  agree^ 
t\it,  on  the  theory  that  we  would  nc 
gec^tarted  until  12:30,  I  should  be  will¬ 
ing Tm  set  the  time  at  3:30.  I  thinywe 
shoulckfiave  a  3 -hour  debate. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  How  would  tlyft  hour 
suit  the  Senator  from  California? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  PiVsident,  I 
certainly  agree  with  the  minority  leader 
that  this  is  aK  important  Question,  and 
that  both  side^ere  conscientiously  try¬ 
ing  to  present  thete  poinrof  view.  Would 
it  suit  the  requirenaeofs  of  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut  ift^e  were  to  meet  at 

II  o’clock  tomorroyr?’ 

Mr.  McMAHONf  I  l^ye  no  objection. 

However,  manj^Senatoriftjvould  have  no 
previous  notice  that  sucliW  thing  was 
to  be  dony  Perhaps  maw  Senators 
have  mad^fippointments  in  trteir  offices. 

I  think  ir  is  rather  unfair  traisk  the 
Senate  Jro  meet  either  in  the  evening  or 
at  an /earlier  hour  than  usual,  wr^iout 
a  da/s  notice. 

r.  KNOWLAND.  My  thought  Wfcs 
tj/it  if  we  were  to  meet  at  11  or  11 :[ 
le  extraneous  business  of  inserting  mat-  ’ 
rters  in  the  Record  might  be  disposed  of 
in  time  to  leave  a  full  3 -hour  period  for 
debate. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  what 
the  Senator  says  is  true;  but  there  is 
nothing  which  any  Senator  may  wish 
to  place  In  the  Record  tomorrow  at  12 
o’clock  which  could  not  wait  until  3:30 
or  4.  Therefore,  we  might  well  dispense 
with  the  preliminaries  of  insertions  in 
the  Record,  and  proceed  directly  to  this 
discussion.  The  difficulty  with  me  per¬ 
sonally — and  I  wish  to  make  a  brief  ad¬ 
dress  on  the  subject,  but  I  do  not  think 
it  will  take  me  more  than  10  or  15  min¬ 
utes — is  that  I  have  an  important  en¬ 
gagement  tomorrow  at  11,  and  I  cannot 
cancel  it  because  it  is  not  one  that  I 
made  myself.  I  should  like  to  be  here 
during  the  session.  I  think  we  can  ac¬ 
complish  all  purposes,  even  if  we  have 
to  stay  a  little  later  tomorrow  after¬ 
noon,  by  agreeing  to  vote  at  3:30  p.  m. 
tomorrow. 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  I  simply 
wish  to  suggest  that  already  2  hours  or 
more  have  been  consumed  in  this  de¬ 


bate.  That  time  has  largely  been  used/ 
by  those  who  seek  to  override  the  Presi¬ 
dential  veto,  although  as  a  matter  of 
fact  they  have  been  interrupted  by' in¬ 
numerable  questions — which  were  per¬ 
tinent  and  contributed  to  the  debate.  So 
I  doubt  whether  we  shall  findAhat  the 
time  suggested  is  sufficient. 

The  Senator  from  Kentqdcy  has  said 
that  he  would  like  to  speak  for  15  or  20 
minutes.  I  know  that  will  mean  at  least 
20  minutes,  and  I  shoula  like  to  hear  him 
speak  for  30  minutes^as  a  matter  of  fact, 
on  this  subject  tomorrow. 

Mr.  BARKLEY,/Mr.  President,  I  ap¬ 
preciate  the  anxiety  of  my  good  friend 
the  Senator  frorfi  New  Mexico  to  hear  me 
speak  for  20  ^ifinutes  or  even  longer,  but 
what  I  realljAaid  was  that  I  did  not  think 
my  remarjfc  would  require  more  than  10 
or  15  minutes.  I  would  really  be  willing 
to  foreab  any  speech  at  all  on  the  subject 
if  I  coftld  persuade  the  Senator  from  New 
Mesfco  to  take  the  time  instead. 

Ir.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  I  would 
5t  be  willing  to  have  the  Senator  do  that. 
Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  sub¬ 
mit  the  unanimous-consent  request  ac¬ 
cording  to  the  modification  suggested  by 
the  minority  leader,  namely,  that  the 
hour  for  voting  on  the  pending  question 
be  3:30  tomorrow  afternoon;  that  on  the 
convening  of  the  Senate  tomorrow,  the 
time  between  the  hour  of  convening  and 
3:30  p.  m.  be  equally  divided  between 
those  who  favor  sustaining  the  veto  and 
those  who  favor  overriding  it;  that  the 
time  for  those  who  wish  to  speak  in  favor 
of  sustaining  the  veto  be  allotted  by  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Connecticut 
[Mr.  McMahon],  and  that  the  time  for 
those  who  desire  to  speak  in  favor  of 
overriding  the  veto  be  allotted  by  and  be 
in  charge  of  the  Senator  from  California 
[Mr.  Knowland] . 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  unanimous-cgnsent  re¬ 
quest  thus  proposed?  The  Chair  hears 
none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent — 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Does  the  Senator  from 
awa  desire  to  conclude  his  remarks  to¬ 
night? 

HICKENLOOPER.  It  will  take  me 
perheflBs  15  or  20  minutes  longer,  or  pos¬ 
sibly  34  minutes,  to  complete  my  re¬ 
marks.  \do  not  like  to  hold  the  Senate 
in  sessionVery  much  later  tonight.  As 
a  matter  o\fact,  I  may  be  able  to  cut 
down  very  substantially  the  time  I  shall 
consume  tomob'ow  in  the  presentation 
of  the  remainderpf  my  remarks. 

If  the  Senator  Nebraska  desires 
to  .have  the  Senate  ^ke  a  recess  at  this 
time  until  tomorrow^  |hat  will  be  satis¬ 
factory  to  me,  provided  I  may  have  the 
floor. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Under  the  agree¬ 
ment,  that  will  be  in  the  control  of  the 
Senator  from  California. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  suggests  to  the  Senator  that  under 
the  agreement  which  has  been  entered, 
the  Senator  from  California  [Mr.  Know- 
land]  is  to  parcel  out  or  allot  the  time 
for  those  who  desire  to  speak  in  favor  of 
overriding  the  veto. 


6356 


Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  President, 

I  wish  to  say  that  I  have  a  great  deal  of 
faith  in  the  Senator  from  California,  but 
of  course  he  has  not  yet  promised  me 
any  time  tomorrow. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Let  me  say  to  the 
Senator  that  he  need  have  no  worry  on 

that  score.  . 

ORDER  FOR  CONSIDERATION  OF  AGRI¬ 
CULTURAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  now 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  at  the  con¬ 
clusion  of  the  consideration  of  the  pend¬ 
ing  question,  the  veto  message  of  the 
President,  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  con- 
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sideration  of  House  bill  5883,  the  agri¬ 
cultural  appropriation  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

RECESS 

Mr.  WHERRY*  Mr.  President,  as  it 
has  apparently  concluded,  .its  work  foi 
the  session  today,  I  move  tl 
ate  take  a  recess  until  tomorrow,  Fric 
at  noon. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  6 
o’clock  and  34  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Senate 
took  a  recess  until  tomorrow,  Friday, 
May  21,  1948,  at  12  o’clock  noon. 


ATE 


May  20, 1948 


Hon. 


NOMINATIONS 

Executive  nominations  received  by  the 
Senate  May  20,  1948: 

Municipal  Court  op  Appeals  for  the  District 
"Columbia 

McCaughrin  Hood,  of  the  Dis- 
Columbia,  to  be  an  associate  judge 
Municipal  Court  of  Appeals  for  the 
District  of  Columbia.  (Judge  Hood  is  now 
serving  in  this  office  under  an  appointment 
igpires  July  7,  1948.) 

Circuit  Courts  op  Hawaii 
Edward  A.  Towse,  of  Hawaii,  to  be  second 
Judge  of  the  First  Circuit,  Circuit  Courts  of 
Hawaii,  vice  Hon.  Albert  M.  Cristy,  elevated. 
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HIGHLIGHTS:  Senate  Rebated  agricultural  appropriation  "bill;  to  Continue  today  after 
call  of  calendar.  S^patc  received  President’s  message  recommending  Alaska  develop¬ 
ment. 


/ 


SENATE 

iwim-iirnmi  >  "  ' 


1.  AGRICULTURAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL.  Continued  debate  on  this  hill,  H.  R.  5333  (pp. 

6425-36,  6433-40). 

Agreed  to  an  amendment  hy  Sen.  Lodge,  Mass.,  to  increase  the  market  news 
service  item  hy  $5,000  for  dairy-poultry  news  in  Boston  (p»  o427). 

Rejected  an  amendment  hy  Sen.  Lodge  to  increase  SCS  research  hy  $1  million 

(p.  6427) * 

Rejected,  23—34,  an  amendment  hy  Sen.  Umstcad,  N.  C,,  to  increase  the 
Agricultural  Conservation  Program  hy  $100,000,000  (pp.  6435-4o) . 

Agreed  to  various  committee  amendments  as  printed  in  the  hill. 

Sen.  Morse,  Orcg.,  spoke  in  support  of  BEA  and  more  funds  for  its  salaries 
and  expenses  (pp.  6428— 35) •  Sen.  Barkley,  Ky. ,  expressed  his  opinion  that  more 
funds  should  he  provided  for  REA  salaries  and  expenses,  hut  said  it  may  he 
possible  to  correct  it  if  experience  shows  the  amount  to  he  inadequate  before 

tills  Congress,  shall  adjourn"  (p.  644o).  . 

The  following  are  among  amendments  to  he  presented  today  (p*  6440):  By 
Sen.  Young,  N.  Dak.,  to  make  FCIC  unobligated  balances  available  for  liquidation 
of  1947  and  prior  crop-year  programs;  by  Sen.  Stewart,  Tenn.,  to  increase  the 
school-lunch” program  to  $100,000,000;  and  hy  Sen.  Wiley,  Wis.,  to  increase  the 
Forest  Products  Laboratory  by  $125,000.  Also  an  amendment. hy  Sen. . Wherry, 

Nebr. ,  to  increase  the  flood-control  item  hy  $475,000  with  a  provision  that 
$2,070,500  shall  he  available  for  preliminary  examinations  and  surveys  (p. 

6424) . 


ri.SKA  DEVELOPMENT.  Redeived  from  the  President  a  message  recommending  $,tate 
xiood  for  Alaska,  improving  its  transportation  system,  construction  of  housing 
and”  community  facilities,  lands  for  natives,  encouragement  of  land  settlen 
etc.;  to  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee  ( S0  Doc.  159Kp>  6420  3)» 


2- 


3*  ECONOMIC  REPORT.  The  report  of  the  Joint  Committee  on  the  Economic  Report  statejj 
\  as  follows: 

agree  with  practically  all  of  the  President's  report  on  the  subjecl 

■ncl  food  policies  beginning  at  page  79*  ^he  war  guaranty 

0  percent  of  parity  expires  at  the  end  of  194S,  or  at 
year.  The  President  recommends  no  long-term  farm  polij 
sential  that  Congress  therefore  assume  the  leadership 
such  a  policy  "before  adjournment,  While  the  pro s ent^nc one  of 
satisfactory,  we  do  not  know  what  may  occur  in  theJfield  of  ag- 
s  "before  Congress  meets  again  in  19^9®  Various  T^bgrans  have 
"by  farm  organizations,  "by  economists,  and  "by' congressional 
have  not  ourselves  made  a  sufficiently  completer  study  of  the 
feel  that  the  farmer  is  in  a.  special  sit uatiaFU  because  he  must 
in  order  to  live  no  matter  what  the  price  a*  his  products  may 
be.  A  t>rosperou\  economy  requires  that  farm  prices  be  noj^ entirely  out  of 
line  with  other  pi\ces  which  respond  more  slowly  to  changing  ctonomic  condi¬ 
tions.  he  believe  Congress  should' consider' a"  support  J&* ice  program  at' some 
relation  to  the  genertel  nr  ice  level  which  will  carryJGhe  farmer  through  bad 
tines,  and  yet  will  no\  maintain' a  production  for  wfefich  there  is  no  demend. 

,rWe  feel  that  a  complete  collapse  in  agricultural  products  would  have  a 
very  bad  effect  on  the  wn^Le  economy  of  the  United  States.  It  might  well  be 
the  principal  factor  leading  to  a  serious  depression.  We  feel  that  Government 
action  is  justified,  but  tha^.  it  should  not  bp  of  a  character  to  interfere  with 
a  reasonable  elasticity  in  fafi^  nrices  so  tj^t  they  nay  be  rapidly  adjusted  to 
changes  in  supply  and  demand. u 

4.  MINERALS.  Concurred  in  the  House  a^enrlm^its  to  Se  1006,  to  amend  the  Mineral 

Leasing  Act  so  as  to  increase  the  aqar^age  of  leases  for  various  ninerads  which 
nay  be  issued  (pp.  6424-5)*  This  bjp\  will  now  be  sent  to  the  President, 

PERSONNEL  SERVICES.  The  Interstate  and  iWeign  Commerce  Committee  reported  with¬ 
out  amendment  H.R«  4427>  authorizing  the  ugo  of  Commerce  Department  appropria¬ 
tions  for  furnishing  to  employees  of  that  Bfenartncnt  and  other  personnel  'out¬ 
side  the  continental  U.S.  fvfic  medical  servi©^,  commissary  service,  and  messing 
facilities,  certain  recreational  facilities,  afed  living  and  working  quarters 
(S.  Rent,  1370)?  and  H.R^/4426,  providing  basic^authori ty  for  certain  functions 
(similar  to  those  in  H.di’  4427)  of  the  Weather  Bureau  (SaRent.  1369)  (p.  6423). 

6.  INDIAN  RESERVATIONS.  ,Ae  Interior  and  Insular  Affai?fe  Committee  reported  yrith 
amendments  S.j.Rcsido2,  which  rescinds  Interior  Le^a^ytmont  *  s  ordprs  establish- 
ign  Indian  reservations  in  Alaska,  and  prevents  further  ^Establishment  of  such 
reservations  (Sjpept.  1366)~T  p.  6423). 7 

7*  BUILDINGS  AND^ROUND S .  The  D.  C.  Committee  reported  withoutHamc ndnent  H . J . Res , 
3Sl,  to  prcyn.de  for  the  quartering  of  troops  in  Federal  buildings  in  D.  C„  in 
connect iorf  with  the  1949  inaugural  ceremonies  (  S. Rent .  13S2)  Ok.  6423).' 

S.  RECESSE^' until  Mon.,  May  24  (p0  644l).  At  that  (time  the  cadendar^kg  to  be 

cal  lad,  followed  by  the  agricultural  appropriation  bill  ( p .  6425)  »\  Fo  1-1 0  wi  ng 
thiy,  the  Senate  is  expected  to  return  t°  the  disnlaced— persons  bil]S^and  then 
tordebate  the  selective- service  bill  (p.  D522) 


HOUSE 


9«  EOREST  LANDS.  A  subcommittee  of  the  Agriculture  Committee  voted  to  rcoort  td^. 

the  full  committee  S.  1090,  to  remove  the  limitation  governing  exchanges  of  c^r- 
ta.in  lands  in  the  Superior  Nationad  Forest,  Minn0 ,  to  safeguard  and  consolidate 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

May  21  (legislative  day,  May  20),  1948 
Ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed 


AMENDMENT 

Intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Stewart  to  the  bill  (H.  E. 
5883)  making  appropriations  for  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  (exclusive  of  the  Farm  Credit  Administration)  for 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1949,  and  for  other  purposes, 
viz: 

1  On  page  52,  line  15  strike  out  the  figure  “$65,000,000” 

2  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  figure  “$100,000,000”. 
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H.  R.  5883 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

May  21  (legislative  day,  May  20),  1948 
Ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed 


AMENDMENT 

Intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Wherry  to  the  bill  (H.  E. 
5883)  making  appropriations  for  tlie  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  (exclusive  of  the  Farm  Credit  Administration)  for 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1949,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses,  viz: 

1  On  page  43,  line  22,  strike  out  “$6,000,000”  and  insert 

2  in  lieu  thereof  “$6,475,000”. 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

May  21  (legislative  day,  May  20),  1948 
Ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed 


AMENDMENT 

Intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Wherry  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
5883)  making  appropriations  for  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  (exclusive  of  the  Farm  Credit  Administration)  for 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1949,  and  for  other  purposes,* 
viz: 

1  On  page  43,  line  22,  insert  after  “$6,000,000”  the  fol- 

2  lowing:  “of  which  $2,070,500  shall  be  available  for  prelimi- 

3  nary  examinations  and  surveys,  and”. 


5-21-48 - C 


80th  CONGRESS  |J  D  CQQO 
2d  Session  J-J#  OOOtJ 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

May  21  (legislative  day,  May  20),  1948 
Ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed 


AMENDMENT 

Intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Young  to  the  bill  (H.  E. 
5883)  making  appropriations  for  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  (exclusive  of  the  Farm  Credit  Administration)  for 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1949,  and  for  other  purposes, 
viz: 

1  On  page  63,  line  14,  after  the  word  “newspapers” 

2  change  the  period  to  a  comma  and  add  the  following: 

3  “together  with  the  unobligated  balance  of  the  appropria- 

4  tion  for  this  purpose  for  fiscal  year  1948  which  shall  be 

5  available  to  complete  the  orderly  liquidation  of  the  1947 

6  and  prior  crop  year  programs.” 
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tations  shall  receive  or  hold  under  permit  or 
lease  more  then  10,240  acres  in  the  aggregate 
nor  more  than  1  permit  or  lease  for  each  200 
miles  of  its  railroad  lines  served  or  to  be 
served  from  such  coal  deposits  exclusive  of 
spurs  or' switches  and  exclusive  of  branch 
lines  built  to  connect  the  leased  coal  with  the 
railroad;  and  also  exclusive  of  parts  of  the 
railroad  operated  mainly  by  power  produced 
otherwise'  than  by  steam. 

“Nothing  in  this  section  shall  preclude 
such  a  railroad  of  less  than  200  miles  in 
length  from  ^securing  one  permit  or  lease 
thereunder  but  no  railroad  shall  hold  a  per¬ 
mit  or  lease  for  lands  in  any  State  in  Which 
it  does  not  operate  main  or  branch  lines.” 

Sec.  2.  Section'  9  of  the' act  (41  Stat.  440, 
30  U.  S.  C.,  sec.  211)  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

“Sec.  9.  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is 
authorized  to  lease  to  any  applicant  qualified 
under  this  act,  through  advertisement,  com¬ 
petitive  bidding,  or  such  other  methods  as 
he  may  by  general  reflations  adopt,  any 
phosphate  deposits  of  the  United  States,  and 
lands  containing  such  deposits,  including  as¬ 
sociated  and  related  mineis^ls,  when  in  his 
judgment  the  public  interest  will  be  best 
served  thereby.  The  lands  '’shall  be  leased 
under  such  terms  and  condition s  as  are  here¬ 
in  specified,  in  units  reasonably  compact  in 
form  of  not  to  exceed  2,560  acres',” 

Sec.  3.  Section  10  of  the  act  (41  Stat.  440, 
30  U.  S.  C.,  sec.  212)  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows :  \ 

“Sec.  10.  Each  lease  shall  describe  the 
leased  lands  by  the  legal  subdivision^aof  the 
public-land  surveys.  All  leases  shall  be  con¬ 
ditioned  upon  the  payment  to  the  United 
States  of  such  royalties  as  may  be  specified  in 
the  lease,  which  shall  be  fixed  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Interior  in  advance  of  offering  th,e 
same,  at  not  less  than  5  percent  of  the  gross 
value  of  the  output  of  phosphates  or  phos-', 
phate  rock  and  associated  or  related  minerals. 
Royalties  shall  be  due  and  payable  as  speci¬ 
fied  in  the  lease  either  monthly  or  quarterly 
on  the  last  day  of  the  month  next  following 
the  month  or  quarter  in  which  the  minerals 
are  sold  or  removed  from  the  leased  land. 
Each  lease  shall  provide  for  the  payment  of  a 
rental  payable  at  the  date  of  the  lease  and 
annual  thereafter  which  shall  be  not  less 
than  25  cents  per  acre  for  the  first  year,  50 
cents  per  acre  for  the  second  and  third  years, 
respectively,  and  $1  per  acre  for  each  year 
thereafter,  during  the  continuance  of  the 
lease.  The  rental  paid  for  any  year  shall  be 
credited  against  the  royalties  for  that  year. 
Leases  shall  be  for  a  term  of  20  years  and  so 
long  thereafter  as  the  lessee  complies  with  the 
terms  and  conditions  of  the  lease  and  upop 
the  further  condition  that  at  the  end  of  each 
20-year  period  succeeding  the  date  of  ttie 
lease  such  reasonable  readjustment  of  the 
terms  and  conditions  thereof  may  be  made 
therein  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  unless  otherwise  provided  by 
law  at  the  expiration  of  such  peripas.  Leases 
shall  be  conditioned  upon  a  minifnum  annual 
production  or  the  payment  p (  a  minimum 
royalty  in  lieu  thereof,  except  when  produc¬ 
tion  is  interrupted  by  strips,  the  elements, 
or  casualties  not  attributable  to  the  lessee. 
The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  may  permit  sus¬ 
pension  of  operations  jnnder  any  such  leases 
when  marketing  conditions  are  such  that  the 
leases  cannot  be  o^rated  except  at  a  loss.” 

Sec.  4.  Section  j/l  of  the  act  (41  Stat.  440, 
30  U.  S.  C.,  secy§13)  is  hereby  amended  to 
read  as  follows1; 

“Sec.  11.  Affty  lease  to  develop  and  extract 
phosphate^/  phosphate  rock,  and  associated 
or  relatec^minerals  under  the  provisions  of 
sections^  to  12,  inclusive,  of  this  act  shall 
providjC  that  the  lessee  may  use  so  much  of 
any  ^deposit  of  silica  or  limestone  or  other 
rocjt  situated  on  any  public  lands  embraced 
ij^the  lease  as  may  be  utilized  in  the  pro¬ 
cessing  or  refining  of  the  phosphates,  phos¬ 


phate  rock,  and  associated  or  related  minerals 
mined  from  the  leased  lands  or  from  other 
lands  upon  payments  of  such  royalty  as  may 
be  determined  by  the  Secretary  of  the  In¬ 
terior,  which  royalty  may  be  stated  in  the 
lease  or,  as  to  the  leases  already  issued,  may 
be  provided  for  in  an  attachment  to  the  lease 
to  be  duly  executed  by  the  lessor  and  the 
lessee.” 

Sec.  5.  Section  12  of  the  act  (41  Stat.  441, 
30  U.  S.  C.,  sec.  214)  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

“Sec.  12.  The  holder  of  any  lease  issued 
under  the  provisions  of  sections  9  to  12,  in¬ 
clusive,  of  this  act  shall  have  the  right  to 
use  so  much  of  the  surface  of  unappropriated 
and  unentered  public  lands  not  a  part  of  his 
lease,  not  exceeding  80  acres  in  area,  as  may 
be  determined  by  the  Secretary  to  be  neces¬ 
sary  or  convenient  for  the  extraction,  treat¬ 
ment,  and  removal  of  the  mineral  deposits, 
but  this  provision  shall  not  be  applicable  to 
national  forest  lands.” 

Sec.  6.  The  first  sentence  of  section  27  of 
such  act,  as  amended  (41  Stat.  448,  30  U.  S.  C., 
sec.  184),  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“No  person,  association,  or  corporation,  ex¬ 
cept  as  herein  provided,  shall  take  or  hold 
coal  or  sodium  leases  or  permits  during  the 
life  of  such  lease  in  any  one  State,  exceeding 
in  the  aggregate  acreage  5,120  acres  for  each 
of  said  minerals:  Provided,  That  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Interior  may,  in  his  discretion 
where  it  is  necessary  in  order  to  securfe  the 
economic  mining  of  sodium  compounds  leas¬ 
able  under  this  act,  permit  a  person/  associa¬ 
tion,  or  corporation  to  take  or  hpld  sodium* 
leases  or  permits  for  up  to  15,360  acres  in  any 
one  State.  No  person,  association,  or  cor-  ; 
poration,  except  as  herein  provided,  shall  take 
or  hold  at  one  time  oil  or  gas  "leases  exceeding 
in  the  aggregate  15,360  aeres  granted  here¬ 
under  in  any  one  State;  and  no  person,  asso¬ 
ciation,  or  corporation  shall  take  or  hold  at 
■  one  time  phosphate  leases  or  permits  exceed¬ 
ing  in  the  aggregate  5,120  acres  in  any  one 
'State,  and  exceeding  in  the  aggregate  10,240 
acres  in  the  United  States.” 

Sec.  7.  The  first  sentence  of  section  39  of- 
su6b  act  of  February  25,  1920,  as  amended 
(47  Stat.  798,-30  U.  S.  C„  sec.  209) ,  is  amended 
to  refcd  as  follows: 

“Tlife  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  oy*encouraging  the  greatest  ultimate 
recovery^!  coal,  oil,  gas,  oil  shale,  phosphate, 
sodium,  jmtassium,  and  sulfur,  and  in  the 
interest  orUjonservation  of  natural  resources, 
isj&uthorizdd  to  waive,  suspend,  or  reduce  the 
rental,  or  rrynimum  royalty,  or  reduce  the 
/  ’royalty  on  an 'entire. leasehold,  or  on  any  tract 
or  portion  thereof  segregated  for  royalty  pur¬ 
poses,  wheneveltin  his  judgment  it  is  neces¬ 
sary  to  do  so  in  order  to  promote  develop¬ 
ment,  or  whenever  in  his  judgment  the  leases 
cannot  be  successfully  operated  under  the 
terms  provided  therein.” 

Sec.  8.  The  act  efijitled  “An  act  to  grant 
extensions  of  time  under  coal  permits,”  ap¬ 
proved  March  9,  1928,  as  amended  (45  Stat, 
251,  30  U.  S.  C„  sec.  201a),  is  hereby  repealed. 

Sec.  9.  The  second  sentence  of  section  3  of 
the  act  entitled  “An  act  t&  promote  the  min¬ 
ing  of  potash  on  the  public  domain,”  ap¬ 
proved  February  7,  1927,  as  amended  (44  Stat. 
1057,  30  U.  S.  C.,  sec.  283) ,  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows:  “Any  lease  issued  under  this  act 
shall  be  for  a  term  of  20  years  and  so  long 
thereafter  as  the  lessee  complies  with  the 
terms  and  conditions  of  the  lease  and  upon 
the  further  condition  that  at  the  end  of  each 
20-year  period  succeeding  the  date  of  the 
lease  such  reasonable  adjustment  of  the 
terms  and  conditions  thereof  may  be  made 
therein  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  unless  otherwise  provided  by 
law  at  the  expiration  of  such  periods.  Leases 
shall  be  conditioned  upon  a  minimum  annual 
production  or  the  payment  of  a  minimum 
royalty  in  lieu  thereof,  except  when  produc¬ 
tion  is  interrupted  by  strikes,  the  elements, 


or  casualties  not  attributable  to  the  lessee. 
The  Secretary  of  the  Interior-  may  permit 
suspension  of  operations  under  any  such 
leases  when  marketing  conditions  are  such 
that  the  leases  cannot  be  operated  except  at 
a  loss.  The  Secretary  upon  application  by  the 
lessee  prior  to  the  expiration  of  any  existing 
lease  in  good  standing  shall  amend  such 
lease  to  provide  for  the  same  tenure  and  to 
contain  the  same  conditions,  including  ad¬ 
justment  at  the  end  of  each  20-year  period 
succeeding  the  date  of  said  lease,  as  provided 
for  in  this  act.” 

Amend  the  title  so  as  to  read:  “An  act  to 
amend  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act  of  February 
25,  1920,  and  the  Potassium  Act  of  February 
7,  1927,  in  order  to  promote  the  development 
of  certain  minerals  on  the  public  domain; 
and  for  other  purposes.” 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  move  that  the  Senate 
concur  in  the  amendments  of  the  House. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

ANNOUNCEMENT  AS  TO  CALL  OF  THE 
/  CALENDAR 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  for  the 
benefit  of  Senators,  I  may  say  that  I 
have  had  several  inquiries  about  the  call¬ 
ing  of  the  calendar.  Unanimous  consent 
was  obtained  yesterday  to  call  the  calen¬ 
dar  when  the  Senate  convenes  on  Mon¬ 
day  as  to  bills  to  which  there  is  no  objec¬ 
tion,  beginning  where  we  left  off  on  the 
last  call  of  the  calendar  on- Wednesday. 
DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE  APPRO¬ 
PRIATION  BILL,  1949 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senate  reverts  under  the  unanimous- 
consent  agreement  to  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  5883) .  The  Chair  lays 
before  the  Senate  the  unfinished  business. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  5883)  making  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture — exclusive  of  the  Farm  Credit  Ad¬ 
ministration — for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1949,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  President,  in  re¬ 
porting  House  bill  5883,  the  agricultural 
appropriation  bill,  the  Senate  committee 
increased  the  appropriations  over  the 
amount  fixed  by  the  House  by  a  little 
more  than  $34,000,000,  which  is  made 
up  primarily  of  four  items.  The  largest 
item  is  an  increase  of  $15,000,000  in  the 
appropriation  for  production  and  sub¬ 
sistence  loans  under  the  Farmers  Home 
Administration,  the  funds  to  be  loaned 
to  farmers  for  necessities  when  they 
cannot  borrow  from  any  other  source. 
The  record  submitted  to  us  shows  that 
there  is  an  unusually  large  number  of 
veterans  who  are  asking  for  loans  of  this 
type,  and  that  the  Farmers  Home  Ad¬ 
ministration  has  almost  entirely  limited 
itself  to  the  financing  of  veterans  from 
this  fund. 

The  second  largest  item,  Mr.  President, 
is  $11,500,000,  covering  the  expense  of 
meat  inspection.  It  will  be  recalled  that 
last  year,  for  the  first  timi  in  40  years, 
the  meat-inspection  item  was  deleted 
from  the  agricultural  appropriation  bill 
and  the  cost  was  placed  upon  the  packers 
themselves.  Since  that  time  the  Senate 
unanimously  passed  a  bill  reported  unan¬ 
imously  by  the  Committee  on  Agriculture 
and  Forestry  authorizing  the  return  of 
this  expense  to  the  Government  of  the 
United  States.  Since  the  Senate  Appro- 
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priations  Committee  acted  and  rein¬ 
stated  this  cost  as  a  part  of  the  appro¬ 
priation,  the  House  has  likewise  passed 
the  bill.  It  now  remains  for  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  signature,  which  I  have  no  doubt 
it  will  receive. 

That  accounts  for  the  twenty-six  and 
one-half  million  dollars  of  the  $34,000,- 
000.  One  of  the  larger  items  was  $2,000,- 
000  which  was  added  by  the  Senate  com¬ 
mittee  for  the  Extension  Service  because 
of  the  difficulty  found  in  connection  with 
the  retention  of  county  agents.  While 
employees  of  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  have  had,  over  the  years,  increases 
in  salaries  amounting  to  32  percent,  the 
salaries  of  county  agents  have  lagged  far 
behind,  and  in  only  some  instances  were 
they  raised  as  much  as  7  percent.  The 
committee  felt  that  the  county  agent 
was  the  only  individual  who  could  dis¬ 
seminate  information  among  the  farmers 
and  that  we  should  retain  the  services 
of  county  agents  as  being  experienced 
men. 

The  other  item  was  an  addition  of 
$3,200,000  for  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Research  and  Marketing  Act  of 
1946.  The  House  provided  $2,000,000  for 
this  purpose,  but  it  was  placed  in  a  sec¬ 
tion  of  the  bill  which  was  devoted  en¬ 
tirely  to  marketing.  Believing  that  pro¬ 
duction  is  as  vital  as  anything  else  in 
this  country,  now  that  we  have  taxed  our 
agricultural  resources  to  the  maximum 
for  a  number  of  years,  and  having  had 
presented  to  us  a  great  number  of  proj¬ 
ects  which  needed  attention,  the  Senate 
Committee  increased  this  item  by  $3,200,- 
000.  Unlike  the  House,  which  allocated 
all  the  increase  to  one  section  of  the  bill, 
we  reverted  to  the  original  bill  and  pro¬ 
portionately  assigned  the  appropriation 
to  various  items,  so  that  each  branch  of 
the  Research  and  Marketing  Act  would 
be  treated  alike. 

With  that  explanation,  Mr.  President, 
of  the  major  increases,  I  ask  that  the 
formal  reading  of  the  bill  be  dispensed 
with  and  that  it  be  read  for  amendment, 
the  committee  amendments  to  be  first 
considered. 

I  want  to  state  for  the  benefit  of  the 
Senate  that  the  subcommittee  was  in 
almost  complete  unanimity,  as  was  also 
the  full  committee,  on  the  amendments 
as  reported. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With¬ 
out  objection,  the  Senator’s  request  that 
the  committee  amendments  be  first  con¬ 
sidered  is  granted. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  Before  the 
Senate  proceeds  to  consider  the  amend¬ 
ments,  I  should  like  to  ask  a  question. 
The  bill  is  entitled  “An  act  making  ap¬ 
propriations  for  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture-exclusive  of  the  Farm  Credit 
Administration,”  and  so  forth.  May  I 
ask  why  the  Farm  Credit  Administration 
appropriations  are  omitted  from  the  bill? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  They  come  under  the 
Government  corporations  bill,  another 
appropriation  bill. 


Utah.  Is  that 


Mr.  THOMAS  of 
change  of  policy? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  So  far  as  I  know,  il 
not  a  change  of  policy. 


Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  Then  why  is 
it  necessary  to  have  a  parenthetical 
statement  in  the  bill? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  think  it  is  probably 
for  clarification. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  That  is  what 
I  am  seeking.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
clerk  will  proceed  to  state  the  committee 
amendments. 

The  first  amendment  of  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Appropriations  was,  under  the 
heading  “Department  of  Agriculture — 
Office  of  the  Secretary — Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses,”  on  page  3,  after  line  24,  to  strike 
out: 

Within  the  funds  available  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment,  but  without  limitation  of  other  au¬ 
thority,  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  may 
employ,  in  any  position  in  the  Department, 
not  to  exceed  10  persons  in  the  special  exec¬ 
utive  and  special  professional  grades  (CAF- 
16  and  P-9)  as  authorized  by  the  Classifica¬ 
tion  Act  of  1923,  as  amended,  but  no  such 
person  shall  be  paid  at  an  annual  rate  in 
excess  of  $15,000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Research  and  Marketing  Act 
of  1946,”  on  page  4,  line  22,  after  the 
numerals  “1946”),  to  strike  out  “$2,500,- 
000”  and  insert  “$4,000,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  5, 
line  4,  after  the  word  “act”,  to  strike  out 
“$3,000,000”  and  insert  “$4,800,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  5, 
line  8,  after  the  word  “act”,  to  strike  out 
“$1,500,000”  and  insert  “$2,400,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  5, 
line  15,  after  “August  14, 1946)  ”,  to  strike 
out  “$5,000,000”  and  insert  “$4,000,000.” 
The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  5, 
line  16,  after  the  words  “In  all”,  to  strike 
out  “$12,000,000”  and  insert  “$15,200,000.” 
The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Office  of  the  Solicitor”,  on  page 
6,  line  15,  after  the  word  “service”,  to 
strike  out  “$2,024,500”  and  insert  “$2,- 
124,500”;  and  in  line  23,  after  the  word 
“exceed”,  to  strike  out  “$1,403,033”  and 
insert  “$1,430,033.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Bureau  of  Agricultural  Eco¬ 
nomics,”  on  page  12,  line  9,  after  the 
word  “trends”,  to  strike  out  “$1,900,000” 
and  insert  “$1,988,500.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Extension  Service— Payments 
to  States,  Hawaii,  Alaska,  and  Puerto 
Rico,”  on  page  14,  line  2,  after  “(7  U.  S. 
C.  343d-l)  ”,  to  strike  out  “$10,500,000” 
and  insert  “$12,500,000”;  and  in  line  14, 
after  the  word  “acts”,  to  strike  out  “$22,- 
966,950”  and  insert  “$26,966,950.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Office  of  Experiment  Sta¬ 
tions— Payments  to  States,  Hawaii,  and 
Puerto  Rico,”  on  page  18,  line  10,  after 
“(7  U.  S.  C.  427-427g)  ”,  to  strike  out 
“$2,661,268”  and  insert  “$2,861,268,  of 
which  amount  not  to  exceed  $316  shall 
be  transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of 


the  appropriation  ‘Research  on  agri¬ 
cultural  problems  of  Alaska,’  without 
watching  requirements”;  and  in  line  20, 
after  the  name  “Puerto  Rico”,  to  strike 
out  “$7,161,268”  and  insert  “$7,361,268.” 
The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Bureau  of  Animal  Industry — 
Salaries  and  expenses,”  on  page  19,  line 
21,  after  the  word  “exceed”,  to  strike  out 
“$651,700”  and  insert  “$1,218,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  22, 
after  line  3,  to  insert: 

Meat  Inspection :  For  carrying  out  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  laws  relating  to  Federal  inspection 
of  meat  and  meat-food  products,  $11,500,000: 
Provided,  That  the  unobligated  balance  re¬ 
maining  in  the  "Meat  inspection  fund”  es¬ 
tablished  by  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
Appropriation  Act,  1948,  shall  be  carried  to 
the  general  fund  of  the  Treasury. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  22, 
line  16,  after  the  word  “animals”,  to 
strike  out  “$340,000”  and  insert  “$365  - 
000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Bureau  of  Entomology  and 
Plant  Quarantine— Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses,”  on  page  29,  line  16,  after  the 
word  “application”,  to  strike  out  “$3,- 
019,800”  and  insert  “$3,023,300.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Control  of  emergency  out¬ 
breaks  of  insects  and  plant  diseases,”  on 
page  31,  line  23,  after  the  word  “citizens”, 
to  strike  out  “$1,000,000”  and  insert 
“$1,750,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Bureau  of  Agricultural  and  In¬ 
dustrial  Chemistry — Salaries  and  ex¬ 
penses,”  on  page  32,  line  25,  after  the 
word  “stores”,  to  strike  out  “$589,050” 
and  insert  “$634,050.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Forest  Service — Salaries  and 
expenses,”  on  page  39,  line  11,  after  the 
word  “forests”,  to  strike  out  “$24,889,175” 
and  insert  “$25,364,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  40, 
line  4,  after  the  word  “elsewhere”,  to 
strike  out  “$2,750,000”  and  insert  “$2,- 
825,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  40, 
line  8,  after  the  word  “elsewhere”,  to 
strike  out  “$1,000,000”  and  insert  “$1,- 
125,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  40, 
line  11,  after  “section  10”,  to  strike  out 
“$750,000”  and  insert  “$822,009.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Forest  roads  and  trails,”  on 
page  42,  line  25,  after  “and  (2)  ”,  to  strike 
out  “$5,000,000”  and  insert  “$5,300,000”; 
and  on  page  43,  line  3,  after  the  words 
“in  all”,  to  strike  out  “$14,750,000”  and 
insert  “$15,050,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Flood  control,”  on  page  44,  line 
9,  after  the  word  “for”,  to  insert  “neces¬ 
sary.” 
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The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Soil  Conservation  Service,”  on 
page  46,  line  4,  after  the  word  “installa¬ 
tions”,  to  strike  out  “$1,048,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  “$1,548,000.” 

Mr.  LODGE.  Mr.  President,  would  it 
be  in  order  to  offer  an  amendment  to  the 
committee  amendment? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  It 
would  be  in  order. 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  offer  the  amendment 
which  I  send  to  the  desk  and  ask  to  have 
stated. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  46,  line  4, 
it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  “$1,548,000” 
and  insert  “$2,548,000.” 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Massa¬ 
chusetts. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Mr.  President,  I  offer 
the  amendment  at  the  request  of  certain 
farmers  of  Massachusetts  who  requested 
me  to  offer  it  because  of  their  complaint 
that  the  1949  appropriations  for  soil  con¬ 
servation  and  research  in  Massachusetts 
have  been  cut  46  percent  as  compared 
with  the  appropriations  authorized  in 
prior  years. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  President,  I  will 
say  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
that  the  committee  went  into  the  matter 
very  carefully.  The  House  increased 
the  appropriation  for  the  program  to 
$6,000,000. 

We  had  before  us  not  only  representa¬ 
tives  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture, 
but  representatives  of  the  various  farm 
groups,  and  the  president  of  the  Associa¬ 
tion  of  Soil  Conservation  Districts.  They 
were  all  agreed  that  it  would  be  very 
beneficial  if  we  took  $500,000  of  the 
$6,000,000  that  was  increased  for  this 
particular  project  and  transferred  it  to 
research.  In  all  the  testimony  pre¬ 
sented  we  believed  we  reached  a  meet¬ 
ing  of  the  minds  of  the  best  authorities 
we  could  find  on  the  subject,  and  there¬ 
fore  I  hope  the  amendment  will  be 
rejected. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Massa¬ 
chusetts  to  the  amendment  of  the  com¬ 
mittee. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  rejected. 

The  amendment  of  the  committee  was 
agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Clerk  will  state  the  next  amendment  of 
the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  46, 
line  12,  after  the  word  “information”, 
to  strike  out  “$44,000,000”  and  insert 
“$43,500,000.” 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  having  the 
bill  in  charge  why  it  was  that  in  this 
important  program  of  soil  conservation 
the  committee  has  reduced  the  amount 
available  in  this  item  by  $500,000. 

I  think  everyone  agrees  that  the  soil- 
conservation  program  is  very  vital  and 
important.  There  is  nothing  that  would 
add  more  substantially  to  the  resources 


of  our  country  than  the  preservation  of 
the  fertility  of  the  soil  not  only  as  it  is 
now,  but  the  reclamation  of  the  soil 
which  has  undergone  waste  and  de¬ 
terioration  over  the  past  years.  What 
is  the  explanation  for  the  reduction  in 
the  amount? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  President,  I  will 
say  to  the  distinguished  minority  leader 
that  it  is  merely  a  transfer  of  funds  with¬ 
in  the  Soil  Conservation  Service  itself. 
The  House  of  Representatives,  feeling 
very  much  as  do  the  Senator  from  Ken¬ 
tucky  and  the  Senator  from  Illinois,  be¬ 
lieved  it  was  a  vitally  important  matter, 
and  they  appropriated  for  this  particular 
item  $6,000,000  more  than  the  budget  re¬ 
quest.  Then  came  the  request  from  the 
Department  and  from  the  president  of 
the  Association  of  Soil  Conservation  Dis¬ 
tricts  asking  that  of  the  $6,000,000  that 
was  added  above  the  budget,  $500,000  be 
allocated  to  research  within  the  Soil 
Conservation  agency,  rather  than  the  ac¬ 
tual  action  program.  So  it  was  to  meet 
the  request  of  the  soil-conservation  dis¬ 
tricts  that  we  transferred  this  amount 
to  research.  We  did  not  reduce  the 
amount  at  all. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  So  it  is  accurate  to 
say  that  within  the  Department  itself  it 
is  a  bookkeeping  arrangement,  by  which 
more  money  will  be  used  for  research, 
and  a  little  less  for  actual  operation. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  That  is  correct. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  committee. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Land  utilization  and  retire¬ 
ment  of  submarginal  land,”  on  page  46, 
line  21,  after  the  word  “exceed”,  to  strike 
out  “$29,100”  and  insert  “$38,000”;  and 
in  line  23,  after  "District  of  Columbia”, 
to  strike  out  “$1,000,000”  and  insert 
“$1,250,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Production  and  Marketing  Ad¬ 
ministration — Conservation  and  use  of 
agricultural  land ‘resources,”  on  page  49, 
line  11,  after  the  word  “than”,  to  strike 
out  “$500”  and  insert  “$750.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  52, 
after  line  5,  to  insert: 

EXPORTATION  AND  DOMESTIC  CONSUMPTION  OF 
AGRICULTURAL  COMMODITIES 

Not  to  exceed  $500,000  of  the  appropriation 
made  available  by  section  32  of  the  act  of 
August  24,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  612  (c) ) ,  shall  be 
used  to  pay  any  subsidy,  benefit,  or  indem- 
lty  to  manufacturers  of  or  dealers  in  insula¬ 
tion  productions.  ' 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Marketing  services,”  on  page 
53,  line  3,  after  the  word  “exceed”,  to 
strike  out  “$2,187,827”  and  insert  “$2,- 
197,827.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  53, 
line  14,  after  the  word  “products”,  to 
strike  out  “$1,667,250”  and  insert  “$1,- 
687,250.” 

Mr.  LODGE.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
an  amendment  to  this  committee  amend¬ 
ment,  which  I  send  to  the  desk  and  ask 
to  have  stated. 


The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  53,  line  14, 
it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  “$1,687,250” 
and  to  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “$1,692,250.” 

Mr.  LODGE.  Mr.  President,  this 
amendment  increases  by  the  modest 
amount  of  $5,0C0  the  appropriation 
recommended  by  the  committee  of  some 
$1,600,000  for  market-news  service.  It 
is  designed  specifically  to  permit  the 
broadening  of  the  market-news  coverage 
at  the  Boston,  Mass.,  office  of  the  Dairy 
and  Poultry  Market  News  Division,  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture.  The  increased 
amount  is  based  upon  an  estimate  sub¬ 
mitted  to  me  by  the  Department. 

The  Boston  office  of  the  Dairy  and 
News  Division  is  now  reporting  prices  of 
live  poultry  as  they  apply  to  the  Boston 
market  proper.  This  service  was  in¬ 
augurated  several  years  ago.  In  the 
meantime,  there  has  been  a  marked 
tendency  toward  the  processing  of  poul¬ 
try  at  points  nearer  immediate  areas  of 
production.  Thus,  in  Massachusetts, 
processing  plants  are  now  located  at  such 
points  as  Avon,  Billerica,  Canton,  Chel¬ 
sea,  Franklin,  Fitchburg,  Palmer,  and 
Woburn.  These  plants  are  important 
outlets  for  live  poultry,  some  of  which 
was  formerly  shipped  to  Boston.  The 
effect  of  these  processing  operations 
points  to  further  decreases  in  live  poultry 
receipts  at  Boston,  thus  making  that 
market  relatively  less  important.  It  is 
obvious,  therefore,  as  outlets  closer  to 
producing  areas  are  broadened,  that  the 
prices  paid  for  live  poultry  by  buyers  who 
operate  processing  plants  become  in¬ 
creasingly  important  to  local  poultry  pro¬ 
ducers. 

For  some  time  past,  all  branches  of  the 
poultry  industry  in  New  England  have 
been  very  much  dissatisfied  with  the 
prices  reported  for  live  poultry  by  the 
Boston  office  for  the  reasons  I  have  out¬ 
lined.  The  dissatisfaction  is  caused  en¬ 
tirely  because  the  prices  reported  are  in¬ 
adequate,  and  do  not  cover  a  broad 
enough  area.  The  $5,000  amendment 
which  I  now  propose  meets  the  acute 
need  for  the  necessary  broadening  of  the 
prices  reported,  and  will,  I  believe,  ef¬ 
fectively  bring  about  a  much-desired  im¬ 
provement  in  the  market-news  service 
reporting  of  live  poultry  prices  in  the 
New  England  area. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  President,  in  this 
particular  item  we  did  include  four  addi¬ 
tional  market  news  services,  and  there 
was  a  letter,  I  am  sure,  requesting  the 
one  which  has  been  mentioned  now  by 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts.  I 
have  no  objection  to  accepting  the 
amendment  and  taking  it  to  conference. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Mas¬ 
sachusetts  to  the  amendment  of  the 
committee. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  as  amended  was 
agreed  to 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Illinois. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Clerk  will  state  the  next  amendment  of 
the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 
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The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Farmers  Home  Administra¬ 
tion,”  on  page  57,  line  14,  after  “title  H”, 
to  strike  out  “$60,000,000”  and  insert 
“$75,000,000,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Rural  Electrification  Admin¬ 
istration,”  on  page  58,  line  18,  after  the 
word  “reports”,  to  strike  out  “$5,000,000” 
and  insert  “$5,450,000.” 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  would 
it  be  agreeable  to  allow  this  amend¬ 
ment  to  go  over?  I  do  not  know  whether 
an  amendment  will  be  offered  to  the 
item,  but  I  understand  it  is  not  con¬ 
templated  that  the  bill  will  be  concluded 
this  afternoon,  and  that  it  will  have  to 
go  over  anyway.  There  may  not  be  any 
discussion  of  this  item,  but  I  should 
like  to  look  into  the  appropriation,  if  it 
is  agreeable  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  President,  I  un¬ 
derstand  the  junior  Senator  from 
Oregon  [Mr.  Morse]  wishes  to  make 
some  comments  on  the  amendment,  so 
will  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  with¬ 
hold  his  request  until  we  hear  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Oregon? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Certainly. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
some  brief  comments  on  the  proposal  to 
appropriate  $5,450,000,  in  line  18,  page 
58.  I  think  an  additional  $450,000  should 
be  included.  However,  I  wish  to  assure 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  that  I  thor¬ 
oughly  understand  the  problem  which 
confronted  him  as  chairman  of  the  sub¬ 
committee,  and  I  should  be  less  than  ap¬ 
preciative  if  I  did  not  say  to  him  that  I 
think  he  has  done  a  grand  job  in  piloting 
this  very  difficult  appropriation  bill 
through  the  committee  and  to  the  floor 
of  the  Senate.  I  am  also  of  the  opinion, 
Mr.  President,  that  as  a  matter  of  gen¬ 
eral  policy  we  should  be  most  hesitant  to 
make  floor  amendments  to  appropriation 
bills  when  they  reach  the  floor  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  after  they  have  been  given  the  very 
careful  consideration  which  a  committee 
such  as  that  presided  over  by  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  has  given  to  the  bill  which 
is  now  before  the  Senate. 

Nevertheless,  for  future  reference  I 
wish  to  make  some  brief  remarks,  be¬ 
cause  I  am  satisfied  that  in  due  course 
of  time  a  supplemental  appropriation  will 
be  needed  for  this  particular  item,  and 
I  want  these  remarks  in  the  Record  at 
this  point  for  future  reference  when  the 
supplemental  request  is  made.  My  re¬ 
marks  will  not  be  lengthy,  but  I  wish  to 
make  my  record  on  this  question,  because 
I  think  that  a  shortage  of  $450,000  in  the 
amendment  of  the  committee  would  do 
much  to  cramp  the  official  operations  of 
REA. 

Mr.  President,  in  Oregon  more  than  90 
percent  of  our  farms  have  electric  serv- 
lce.  We  are  proud  of  that  record  but  the 
fact  remains  that  about  4,000  Oregon 
farms  and  ranches  are  still  without  cen¬ 
tral  station  service.  In  addition,  it  is 
becoming  increasingly  obvious  that  the 
demand  from  farmers  for  power  is  ex¬ 
ceeding  the  capacity  of  existing  systems 
to  supply  it.  Our  present  power  systems 
are  being  outgrown. 

•  The  ProPosed  expansion  of  the  lend¬ 
ing  authorization  of  the  Rural  Electrifi¬ 


cation  Administration  would  make  a  sub¬ 
stantial  improvement  in  both  respects. 

Before  the  REA  program  started  in 
1935,  the  commercial  companies  had 
already  provided  service  to  many  of  the 
areas  in  our  State  where  electric  service 
was  likely  to  result  in  a  profit.  It  is  ob¬ 
vious  that  they  will  not  be  interested  in 
extending  their  lines  into  the  back  coun¬ 
try  and  across  the  broad  plains  where  the 
thousands  of  still  unserved  rural  families 
live.  If  these  people  are  to  be  reached, 
we  must  look  to  the  non-profit  coopera¬ 
tives  and  public  bodies  established  with 
the  help  of  the  Federal  Rural  Electrifica¬ 
tion  Administration.  We  must  make  it 
possible  for  these  groups  to  obtain  from 
REA  the  loan  capital  they  need  to  expand 
their  facilities. 

When  REA  started  in  1935  only  about 
28  percent  of  Oregon  farms  had  service. 
Since  then,  the  15  REA  borrowers,  14  of 
them  cooperatives  and  one  a  public- 
utility  district,  have  used  loans  of  $12,- 
000,000  to  build  4,500  miles  of  new  power 
line  serving  16,000  rural  families.  Be¬ 
cause  of  what  they  have  done,  and  the 
stimulus  they  have  provided  to  other 
suppliers,  many  thousand  other  Oregon 
farms  have  been  electrified  since  1935. 

But  our  rural  leaders  are  not  content 
to  rest  so  long  as  any  of  their  neighbors 
lack  power.  I  have  recently  received  a 
number  of  letters  from  rural  groups  in 
my  State  which  indicate  a  readiness  to 
expand  into  the  areas  yet  unserved,  if 
Congress  will  provide  the  necessary  loan 
funds  and  enable  REA  to  furnish  the 
technical  assistance  needed  to  do  the  job. 

I  want  to  read  from  some  of  these  letters. 

The  Benton-Lincoln  Electric  Coopera¬ 
tive  wrote  to  me  on  May  11  as  follows: 

Future  finance  is  one  of  the  major  problems 
of  the  cooperative.  Construction  in  the  im¬ 
mediate  future  of  lines  in  rural  areas  not  now 
served,  and  system  improvements  alone  will 
require  financing  in  excess  of  half  a  million 
dollars.  We  will  require  in  excess  of  $150,000 
per  year  to  connect  new  consumers  along  ex¬ 
isting  lines.  *  *  *  Unserved  consumers 

are  in  abundance.  As  of  this  date  we  have 
requests  from  approximately  300  in  areas  not 
now  being  served,  and  requests  from  approx¬ 
imately  200  in  areas  which  we  are  now  serv¬ 
ing  who  require  extensions  of  5,000  feet  or 
less. 

The  Malheur  Cooperative  Electric  As¬ 
sociation  told  me,  in  a  letter  of  May  10, 
after  describing  two  loan  applications  it 
has  already  submitted  to  REA: 

The  appropriations  now  being  considered 
at  this  time  by  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  may  be  the  determining  factor  as  to 
whether  we  will  be  able  to  provide  service  to 
all  the  folks  in  the  area  who  desire  service 
and  whether  we  will  be. able  to  provide  it  in 
a  satisfactory  manner.  We  feel  ttfat  they 
are  entitled  to  as  good  service  as  the  other 
members  more  favorably  located  and  that  all 
should  receive  benefits. 

The  Douglas  Electric  Cooperative,  of 
Roseburg,  wants  to  serve  an  additional 
577  families,  and  said: 

Our  construction  is  proceeding  at  only  such 
rate  as  our  finances  will  allow.  Our  board  of 
directors  have,  by  resolution,  requested  loan 
funds  on  three  different  occasions  since  last 
fall,  none  of  which  have  been  honored  to 
date. 

The  Umatilla  Electric  Cooperative  As¬ 
sociation  of  Hermiston  needs  additional 


capital  to  provide  service  to  400  addi¬ 
tional  consumers  this  year  and  to  in¬ 
crease  the  capacity  of  its  system  because 
the  average  power  use  has  grown  from 
an  initial  37  kilowatt-hours  per  month  to 
more  than  300  at  present.  The  Tilla¬ 
mook  People’s  Utility  district  reports  80 
unserved  families  in  its  area.  The  North 
East  Clackamas  County  Electric  Co-op  of 
Sandy  is  building  a  line  to  serve  300  po¬ 
tential  users.  . 

If  this  condition  exists  in  Oregon, 
where  90  percent  of  the  farms  already 
have  service,  it  is  all  the  more  true  in  the 
rest  of  the  country,  where  one  farm  in 
three  is  still  unserved. 

Additional  funds  are  needed  by  REA 
not  only  to  extend  service  to  new  con¬ 
sumers  but  also  to  make  improvements 
in  existing  systems.  Electric  service  to 
rural  people  must  not  only  be  available, 
it  must  be  adequate.  Farmers  must  be 
able  to  have  all  the  power  they  want  and 
need  at  the  time  they  need  it. 

As  recently  as  December  1941  the  aver¬ 
age  farm  connected  to  REA-financed 
power  lines  in  Oregon  used  74  kilowatt- 
hours.  By  December  1947  the  average 
was  three  times  as  great,  rising  to  223 
kilowatt-hours.  When  such  statistics  as 
those  are  translated  into  a  higher  stand¬ 
ard  of  living  and  a  richer  life,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  for  the  farm  people  of  my  State  and 
elsewhere  in  the  Nation,  it  is  easy  to  see 
the  direct  relation,  as  I  sought  to  bring 
out  in  my  speech  the  other  day  when  we 
were  discussing  the  Bonneville  problem, 
between  supplying  electric  service  to 
farmers  and  a  higher  standard  of  living 
for  the  rural  population  of  America. 
Such  an  increase  in  demand  for  power 
means  that  the  systems  already  in  exist¬ 
ence  must  be  improved  to  give  them  a 
greater  capacity.  They  must  have  more 
and  larger  wires,  more  and  larger  sub¬ 
stations — what  the  engineers  call  “heavy- 
ing  up.  The  letters  which  I  receive  il¬ 
lustrate  this  need. 


j-neie  is  practically  no  difference  of 
opinion  regarding  the  necessity  for  in¬ 
creasing  the  REA  loan  fund  to  the 
$400,000,000  which  the  committee  has 
recommended.  The  major  question  be¬ 
fore  us  is  whether  the  increase  of  $450,000 
in  administrative  funds  recommended  by 
the  committee  is  enough  to  assure  that 
the  Joan  fund  will  be  used  effectively 
This  is  only  half  of  the  Budget  request 
for  $900,000  additional  funds. 

REA  provides  technical  advice  and 
consultation  to  its  borrowers  much  like 
that  which  a  bank  might  provide  for 
the  commercial  and  industrial  firms  it 
finances.  The  REA  borrowers  are  oper¬ 
ating  in  areas  into  which  commercial 
suppliers  had  largely  refused  to  go.  They 
thought  the  returns  did  not  promise  to 
be  commensurate  with  the  effort  and  in¬ 
vestment  required.  In  addition,  these 
borrowers  have  been  new  groups  without 
previous  experience  in  the  utility  busi¬ 
ness.  The  advice  and  assistance  of  the 
REA  specialists  have  been  necessary  to 
the  success  of  the  program  and  are  in 
great  demand  by  the  borrowers. 

The  need  for  additional  personnel  In 
REA  was  pointed  cut  by  Administrator 
Claude  R.  Wickard  before  the  Senate 
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Appropriations  Subcommittee  on  April 
30.  He  said: 

We  are  going  to  have  to  recruit  some  per¬ 
sonnel  if  we  are  going  to  be  able  to  carry  the 
work  load  which  we  are  going  to  have  next 
year  because  of  the  great  expansion  in  our 
program.  Expansion  not  only  of  the  loan 
fund  but  expansion  in  the  construction  pro¬ 
gram,  expansion  due  to*  the  complexity  of 
the  program,  and  expansion  in  the  work  load 
due  to  the  more  difficult  territory  that  we 
are  going  to  serve,  particularly  territories  in 
the  Western  States.  We  estimate  that  our 
program  and  our  work  load  next  year  will 
be  at  least  four  times  what  it  was  before 
the  war,  and  we  are  able  to  take  care  of  that 
work  load  with  only  18  percent  increase  in 
administrative  funds  and  no  increase  in  the 
number  of  people  over  prewar,  through  the 
economies  which  we  have  put  into  effect  and 
which  we  contemplate  putting  into  effect  as 
conditions  warrant. 

The  REA  accompanied  its  request  for 
additional  administrative  funds  with  a 
very  careful  and  detailed  break-down  of 
the  work  load  that  will  devolve  upon  the 
agency  in  administering  the  increased- 
loan  program.  See  page  921,  hearings 
before  subcommittee  of  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations,  United  States  Senate, 
on  H.  R.  5883. 

This  analysis  indicates  that  $5,900,000 
for  administrative  expenses  is  the  mini¬ 
mum  that  will  be  necessary  to  carry  on 
the  program  in  1949.  This  is  $450,000 
more  than  the  Senate  Appropriations 
Committee  recommends. 

The  Appropriations  Committee’s  re¬ 
port  on  REA  is  inconsistent.  It  wisely 
admonishes  the  Administrator  to  use  the 
loan  funds  “very  carefully  in  order  to 
maintain  the  REA  in  good  repute  with 
both  farmers  and  the  general  public.” 

At  the  same  time  the  committee  recom¬ 
mends  cutting  in  half  the  additional  ad¬ 
ministrative  funds  which  are  necessary 
to  enable  REA  to  administer  a  vastly  in¬ 
creased  loan  program  with  the  care  that 
the  admonishment  requires. 

I  join  the  committee  in  wanting  the 
agency  to  continue  to  exercise  the  great¬ 
est  care  in  the  lending  of  these  funds.  I 
want  it  to  maintain  the  same  high  stand¬ 
ards  it  has  always  maintained  in  the 
past.  But  I  do  not  see  how  we  can  ex¬ 
pect  that  this  will  be  accomplished  by 
cutting  in  half  the  agency’s  request  for 
additional  administrative  money  that  it 
needs  to  do  a  careful  and  thorough  job. 

One  reason  the  REA  borrowers  need 
more  advice  and  assistance  than  would 
otherwise  be  the  case  is  that  they  are 
constantly  under  the  necessity  of  pro¬ 
tecting  themselves  from  attack  by  un¬ 
friendly  interests.  The  Eastern  Oregon 
Electric  Cooperative  wrote  to  me  on  May 
7  that  a  private  power  company  was  ac¬ 
tively  engaged  in  building  competing 
lines  to  take  away  customers  from  the 
cooperatives. 

The  Malheur  Cooperative  Electrical 
Association  said: 

Our  electric  cooperative  and  its  develop¬ 
ment  has  consistently  been  hampered  by 
the  determined  attitude  of  the  local  private 
utility  to  destroy  it.  Tfiis  is  the  same  utility 
which  previously  had  not  shown  any  interest 
or  desire  to  serve  the  outlying  areas.  They 
have  indeed  taken  an  unfair  attitude. 

This  is  not  a  new  attitude.  The  estab¬ 
lished  suppliers  had  taken  the  best  areas 
before  the  REA  was  created,  and  they 


have  consistently  tried  to  skim  the  cream 
of  areas  mapped  for  cooperative  develop¬ 
ment.  This  has  resulted  in  the  REA  bor¬ 
rowers  having  to  operate  in  areas  where 
problems  are  numerous  and  complex. 

The  Benton-Lincoln  Electric  Coopera¬ 
tive,  of  Corvallis,  in  the  same  letter  from 
which  I  quoted  earlier,  expressed  the  sit¬ 
uation  well: 

More  prompt  and  better  service  is  needed 
from  the  Rural  Electrification  Administra¬ 
tion  and  we  urgently  request  that  additional 
funds  be  made  available  for  administrative 
purposes  in  the  REA.  The  business  of  the 
cooperative  is  seriously  handicapped  due  to 
the  shortage  of  qualified  personnel  in  the 
Rural  Electrification  Administration. 

The  following  was  received  on  May  11 
from  the  Lane  County  Electric  Coopera¬ 
tive,  which  has  offices  in  my  home  town : 

We  wish  you  to  know  that  we  are  sincerely 
grateful  for  your  interest  in  appropriation  for 
the  Rural  Electrification  Administration. 
Our  members  feel  proud  of  the  fact  that 
the  representatives  in  Congress  are  far¬ 
sighted  enough  to  recognize  the  importance 
of  the  REA  program.  We  of  the  “grass  roots” 
are  feeling  tremendous  effect  it  is  having  on 
rural  life  as  the  cooperatives  grow  in  Oregon. 

We  respectfully  request  your  support  for 
the  entire  appropriation  requested  by  REA 
both  for  loan  purposes  and  administrative 
funds. 

From  the  Coos  Electric  Cooperative  I 
received  a  letter  containing  this  state¬ 
ment: 

We  have  come  a  long  way  in  the  past  9 
years  in  serving  our  area,  but  we  still  have 
a  long  way  to  go  and  will  need  a  lot  of  help 
before  we  can  attain  our  goal  of  service  to 
everyone.  We  will  need  all  the  support  you 
can  give  us  when  the  bill  comes  up  in  the 
Senate.  ^ 

As  the  REA  borrowers  extend  their 
lines  into  less  densely  settled  areas,  and 
as  the  load  grows  on  their  systems,  they 
are  going  to  continue  to  need  the  serv¬ 
ices  of  skilled  specialists — help  for  which 
they  have  no  place  to  turn  except  to 
REA.  REA  must  be  staffed  to  provide 
those  services,  both  to  safeguard  the  Gov¬ 
ernment’s  investment  and  to  bring  to  our 
rural  people  the  benefits  which  Congress 
intends  them  to  get  from  the  REA  pro¬ 
gram. 

I  wish  to  file  as  a  part  of  my  speech  a 
review  of  the  progress  of  the  REA  pro¬ 
gram  in  Oregon  since  its  inception.  With 
the  consent  of  the  Senate,  I  shall  file  this 
without  reading  it  to  the  Senate,  other 
than  the  first  paragraph  thereof,  in 
which  I  point  out,  by  way  of  introduction 
to  the  survey  of  the  work  of  the  REA  in 
my  State  which  I  have  compiled  during 
the  past  few  weeks,  the  following: 

I  am  intensely  interested  in  seeing  that 
the  full  benefits  of  the  REA  program  are  made 
available  to  all  rural  citizens  of  America. 

I  have  followed  the  rural  electrification  pro¬ 
gram  from  its  very  beginning,  and  I  have  seen 
the  great  good  that  the  REA  has  brought  to 
the  rural  people.  I  have  seen  it  repeatedly 
in  my  own  State  of  Oregon,  and  I  have  seen 
it  elsewhere — spread  outwardly  across  the 
continent  during  these  last  13  years. 

Several  weeks  ago  I  started  a  survey 
of  the  effect  of  REA  in  my  State,  writing 
to  the  various  cooperatives  and  farm 
organizations  which  have  benefited  from 
the  REA  program.  I  wish  to  file  as  a 
part  of  my  statement  today  the  factual 
data  which  I  have  received  from  them. 


which  I  think  is  a  great  tribute  to  the 
important  services?'  of  REA,  and  which  I 
think  clearly  substantiate,  if  anyone 
wishes  to  analyze  the  data  which  have 
been  filed  with  me,  the  need  for  full  and 
adequate  support  of  the  REA  program. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With¬ 
out  objection,  the  memorandum  will  be 
printed  in  the  Record. 

The  memorandum  is  as  follows: 

I  am  intensely  interested  in  seeing  that  the 
full  benefits  of  the  REA  program  are  made 
available  to  all  rural  citizens  of  America.  I 
have  followed  the  rural-electrification  pro¬ 
gram  from  its  very  beginning,  and  I  have 
seen  the  great  good  that  the  REA  has  brought 
to  the  rural  people.  I  have  seen  it  repeatedly 
in  my  own  State  of  Oregon,  and  I  have  seen 
it  elsewhere — spread  outwardly  across  the 
continent  during  these  last  13  years. 

The  Rural  Electrification  Administration’s 
program  has  been  enthusiastically  received 
by  the  rural  citizens  of  Oregon  from  the 
beginning.  These  people  know  the  value  of 
electricity  on  the  farm.  This  is  attested  by 
the  spread  and  growth  of  REA  systems  in 
Oregon. 

When  REA  came  into  existence  in  May  of 
1935,  central-station  electric  service,  as  t 
stated  earlier,  was  being  received  on  only 
17,839  Oregon  farms,  a  figure  which  repre¬ 
sented  only  27.5  percent  of  the  farming 
units  in  that  State. 

A  survey  made  as  of  July  1,  1947,  indicated 
that  rural  electricity  was  then  reaching  58,- 
226  or  92.2  percent,  of  the  farms  in  Oregon. 
Oregon  ranked  eighth  among  the  States  in 
the  percentage  of  farms  receiving  central- 
station  electric  service.  Even  then,  however, 
an  estimated  4,899  farms  were  still  without 
electric  service. 

Those  Oregon  farmers  whose  premises  are 
now  supplied  with  electric  service  had  been 
quick  to  grasp  the  opportunity  offered  by 
REA.  And  it  seems  needless  to  add  that 
those  approximately  5,000  rural  land  owners 
who  still  remain  unserved  want  electricity, 
and  that  they  are  only  awaiting  the  opportu¬ 
nity  to  obtain  it  through  the  REA  coopera¬ 
tives  which  they  hope  will  be  enabled  to 
expand. 

The  State  of  Oregon  has  a  peculiar  interest 
in  rural  electrification  in  that  the  Hood  River 
Valley  lays  claim  to  being  its  birthplace  in 
the  United  States,  where  in  1906  a  2-mile 
rural-electric  system  was  erected  near  the 
town  of  Hood  River  to  serve  five  farm  pa¬ 
trons.  Thus,  through  the  erection  of  this 
small,  pioneer  system,  it  is  obvious  that  Ore¬ 
gon  early  in  this  century  recognized  the 
value  and  potentialities  of  electric  service  to 
the  rural  areas. 

That  the  State  of  Oregon  continued  its 
pioneering  interest  in  rural  electrification  is 
also  marked  by  the  research  work  conduct¬ 
ed  by  the  State  university  in  the  field  of  ap¬ 
plication  of  electric  power  to  farming. 

This  research  program  was  directed  in 
large  share  to  pasture  irrigation,  and  the  re¬ 
sults  are  still  quoted  as  a  national  authority 
on  this  subject. 

The  first  REA  loan  approved  in  the  State 
of  Oregon  was  dated  in  December  1936  and 
the  first  rural-electrification  line  thus  fi¬ 
nanced  in  the  State  went  into  operation  on 
June  15,  1938.  The  State’s  first  borrower  was 
the  Nehalem  Valley  Cooperative  Electric  As¬ 
sociation. 

By  April  26,  1948,  REA  had  approved  $12,- 
041,184  in  loans  for  15  borrowers,  including 
14  cooperatives,  in  the  State.  These  loans 
are  intended  to  enable  the  borrowers  to  fi¬ 
nance  a  total  of  6,514  miles  of  lines,  in  ad¬ 
dition  to  other  electric  facilities,  to  serve 
19,501  rural  consumers. 

Up  to  February  29,  1948,  REA  had  ad¬ 
vanced  $8,831,106  as  loans  in  Oregon  and 
the  REA  borrowers  in  the  State  were  operat- 
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ing  4,574  miles  of  lines  which  were  serving 
16,243  farms  and  other  rural  establishments. 

As  I  have  mentioned,  the  average  monthly 
farm  consumption  of  electricity  on  the  REA- 
financed  lines  in  Oregon  has  increased  from 
74  kilowatt-hours  in  December  1941  to  223 
in  December  1947. 

Naturally  enough,  this  increase  reflects 
greater  use  of  electrical  equipment  to  save 
time  and  labor  in  performing  farm  and 
household  tasks  and  to  help  provide  for  a 
more  comfortable  and  secure  rural  living. 
In  the  Oregon  areas  covered  by  REA-financed 
systems,  some  of  the  more  Important  types 
of  farming  to  which  electricity  can  be  ap¬ 
plied  easily  and  profitably  are  poultry  and 
egg  production,  dairying,  sheep  raising,  and 
irrigation. 

I  should  like  to  refer  more  in  detail  to 
the  Benton-Lincoln  Electric  Cooperative  of 
Corvallis,  Oreg.,  from  whose  letter  of  May 
11  I  have  previously  quoted  in  part. 

The  Benton-Lincoln  Electric  Cooperative, 
like  hundreds  of  other  organizations  of  its 
kind  in  the  United  States,  was  organized  by 
a  group  of  rural  people  who  had  been  un¬ 
able  to  obtain  central  station  electricity 
from  local  power  companies  at  a  price  that 
they  could  afford  to  pay. 

It  was  originally  organized  to  serve  farms 
and  rural  homes  in  Benton  and  Lincoln 
Counties,  in  the  heart  of  the  Willamette  Val¬ 
ley.  The  small  section  of  line  owned  by  this 
cooperative,  which  started  as  a  175-mile 
system  serving  548  consumers,  has  grown  un¬ 
til  it  now  is  approximately  1,000  miles  in 
length  and  serves  3,400  members. 

The  original  section  of  line  was  served 
from  the  Bonneville  Power  Administration's 
Albany  substation,  and  since  then  two  addi¬ 
tional  substations  have  been  brought  into 
service  to  provide  power  to  the  ever-increas¬ 
ing  population  of  this  valley.  They  are  the 
Harrisburg  and  Wren  substations.  A  recent 
engineering  study  of  the  system  has  showed 
advisability  of  adding  three  new  substa¬ 
tions. 

One  of  the  leading  power  consumers  is 
John  Silbernagel,  president  of  the  Benton- 
Lincoln  Electric  Cooperative’s  board  of  di¬ 
rectors.  Mr.  Silbernagel  lives  9  miles  north¬ 
east  of  Scio  in  the  Jordan  Valley  area,  in 
the  same  neighborhood  in  which  he  was 
born.  He  has  8  children,  4  of  whom  are 
veterans  of  World  War  II  and  are  back  on 
the  farm  again. 

Mr.  Silbernagel  and  his  sons  have  accumu¬ 
lated  approximately  600  acres  in  the  last  20 
years.  They  raise  dairy  and  beef  cattle, 
grass  seed,  and  grain.  Mr.  Silbernagel  has 
been  active  in  cooperative  work  for  25  years. 

A1  Phillips,  vice  president  of  the  Benton- 
Lincoln  board,  lives  in  Marion  County,  Oreg., 
10  miles  northeast  of  Stayton,  in  the  same 
community  in  which  he  was  born.  He  has 
4  children,  3  of  whom  served  in  World  War 
II.  He  owns  640  acres  of  land  on  which  he 
raises  beef  cattle,  sheep,  and  strawberries. 

Mr.  Phillips  is  a  member  of  the  State  Co¬ 
operative  Cannery  board  and  has  served  on 
this  board  for  20  years.  It  is  one  of  the 
largest  cooperative  canneries  in  Oregon.  Mr. 
Phillips  estimates  he  will  produce  a  crop  of 
1,500  tons  of  strawberries  this  year  which 
will  be  processed  at  the  cooperative  cannery. 

Oscar  Smith,  secretary-treasurer,  of  the 
Benton-Lincoln  board,  lives  10  miles  south¬ 
west  of  Dallas,  Oreg.,  on  land  that  was 
granted  to  his  grandfather.  He  owns  ap¬ 
proximately  300  acres  on  which  he  raises 
sheep  and  hogs.  Twenty-five  acres  of  his 
land  are  in  hops,  into  which  an  investment 
of  from  $20,000  to  $25,000  for  labor  and  other 
expenses  is  required  each  year  before  the 
crop  is  harvested.  Mr.  Smith  has  been  op¬ 
erating  his  hop  yard  successfully  for  20 
years. 

Electricity  has  done  outstanding  things 
for  these  and  other  rural  Oregon  citizens. 

It  has  brought  dairy  farming  r,o  the  fiont 
and  made  it  profitable.  It  has  converted  the 


otherwise  worthless  steep  slopes  of  the 
mountainous  costal  area  into  valuable  graz¬ 
ing  land.  The  raising  of  grass  seeed  has 
become  a  profitable  business  since  the  farm¬ 
ers  have  been  able  to  do  their  own  seed 
cleaning  with  small,  privately  owned  seed 
cleaners  and  medium-size  cooperative  clean¬ 
ing  operations  in  each  community. 

The  poultry  industry  has  come  into 
prominence  by  the  use  of  electric  brooders 
and  lighting.  The  increased  profit  in  the 
turkey  industry  has  made  it  one  of  the 
major  sources  of  income  in  rural  Oregon. 

Modernization  of  the  farm  home  by  means 
of  the  conveniences  provided  by  electricity 
has  stopped  the  trend  of  the  younger  gen¬ 
erations  to  leave  the  farm  home  for  the 
modern  city  home. 

The  standard  of  education  in  rural  schools 
has  been  raised  with  the  use  of  proper 
lighting  and  modern  plumbing. 

But  future  finance  is  one  of  the  major 
problems  of  the  Benton-Lincoln  Coopera¬ 
tive,  as  it  is  in  the  case  of  REA-financed 
co-ops  everywhere  else  in  America. 

The  Malheur  Cooperative  Electric  Asso¬ 
ciation  of  Vale,  Oreg.,  from  whose  letter  of 
May  10  I  have  briefly  quoted,  is  owned  and 
operated  by  its  rural  members  in  Baker 
and  Malheur  Counties,  Oreg.,  and  Payette 
County,  Idaho.  At  present,  the  system 
operated  by  this  cooperative  consists  of  325 
miles  of  energized  distribution  lines  which 
serve  625  members.  These  lines  have  been 
constructed  since  the  co-op  was  activated 
on  August  19,  1938.  The  members  of  the 
Malheur  Cooperative  Electric  Association 
are  rural  residents  in  these  counties  who, 
like  so  many  others,  had  exercised,  without 
success,  all  possible  efforts  to  obtain  central 
station  electric  power  service  prior  to  their 
date  of  organization.  They  were  convinced 
of  their  right  to  have  electricity  on  their 
rural  premises. 

The  present  members  of  the  Malheur  Co¬ 
operative’s  board  of  directors  are  Harry  Wil- 
coxon,  president,  and  Charles  Retting,  secre¬ 
tary-treasurer,  both  of  Vale;  A.  B.  Robbins, 
vice-president,  of  Ontario;  L.  B.  Hyatt,  Pay¬ 
ette,  Idaho;  Tully  A.  Griffin,  Ontario;  R.  H. 
Murry  and  Hardy  B.  Murry,  both  of  Unity; 
and  M.  Heckathorn,  Charles  Swan  and 
Charles  Ingram,  all  of  Vale. 

It  is  the  policy  of  this  co-op  to  have 
representation  on  its  board  from  each  sec¬ 
tion  served.  In  this  way  is  provided  a  close 
contact  among  the  members,  the  directors, 
and  their  cooperative. 

The  first  undertaking  of  the  Malheur 
co-op  was  to  bring  electric  service  to  the 
rural  areas  around  the  community  of  Vale. 
From  these  extensions  it  was  proposed  to 
construct  distribution  lines  to  serve  all  rural 
residents  who  could  feasibly  be  connected. 
The  co-op’s  objective  was  100  percent  cover¬ 
age.  Construction  was  well  under  way  to 
accomplish  this  when  wartime  restrictions 
delayed  progress. 

In  order  to  contribute  to  the  war  effort 
in  food  production,  the  Malheur  co-op  mem¬ 
bers  were  able  to  continue  in  accordance 
with  rules  of  the  War  Production  Board. 
To  bring  service  in  the  most  economical  way 
to  the  unserved  areas  in  the  vicinity  of 
Ironside,  Unity,  and  Hereford,  Oreg ,  and 
with  a  minimum  use  of  critical  materials, 
they  extended  their  existing  lines  to  suen  a 
distance  that  it  was  impossible  for  them  to 
provide  the  co-op’s  additional  members  with 
unlimited  power  and  service  of  the  most" 
satisfactory  type.  Because  of  the  long 
distances  involved  in  reaching  these  areas, 
they  experienced  a  power  shortage  which 
made  it  impossible  for  all  patrons  of  the 
co-op  to  be  reached. 

To  remedy  this  situation  recently  they  sub¬ 
mitted  an  application  to  the  REA  requesting 
an  allocation  of  funds  to  be  used  in  new 
construction  to  provide  these  communities 
and  surrounding  areas  with  ample  power. 
They  plan  to  secure  a  new  source  of  power 
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at  Durkee,  Oreg.,  which  would  shorten  the 
lines  to  serve  these  areas  and  permit  unlim¬ 
ited  service  to  be  provided  for  all  members 
of  the  co-op  in  that  area. 

This  co-op  also  requested  funds  with  which 
to  provide  connections  for  additional  mem¬ 
bers  along  existing  extensions  and  for  neces¬ 
sary  system  improvements.  To  accomplish 
its  plans  the  co-op  has  estimated  that  an 
REA  loan  of  some  $200,000  will  be  necessary. 
The  appropriations’  now  under  consideration 
for  REA  may  be  the  determining  factor  as  to 
whether  these  worthy  folk  in  Oregon  receive 
the  electric  service  for  which  they  have  so 
long  worked  and  waited. 

If  it  is  able  to  complete  its  plans,  the 
Malheur  co-op  will  be  providing  electric 
service  to  some  750  members  who  would  not 
otherwise  be  receiving  the  benefits  of  rural 
electrification. 

Mr.  Harry  Wilcoxon,  president  of  the  Mal¬ 
heur  Cooperative’s  board  of  directors,  told 
me  by  letter;  “In  regard  to  what  electricity 
has  done  for  the  people  of  this  rural  area, 
the  benefits  are  too  numerous  to  list. 
Briefly,  we  can  say  that  without  it  we  would 
be  depriving  our  rural  people  of  the  benefits 
electricity  offers  in  this  modern  world.  With 
it,  we  are  able  to  maintain  a  standard  of 
living  comparable  to  the  standards  of  others 
in  this  great  country  of  ours.” 

The  Douglas  Electric  Cooperative,  of  Rose- 
burg,  Oreg.,  also  previously  quoted  in  its 
letter  of  May  7,  and  which  wants  to  serve 
an  additional  577  families,  had  a  total  of 
1,833  consumers  as  of  April  30. 

Mr.  Harold  Backen,  Jr.,  the  manager  of 
this  co-op,  states  that  electricity  has  "made 
it  possible  for  these  deserving  people  to  have 
a  new  way  of  life.  The  burden  of  produc¬ 
ing  dairy  products,  lumber,  and  all  types  of 
farm  produce  has  been  lightened  through  the 
use  of  electricity  made  available  through  the 
democratic  process  of  electric  cooperatives 
financed  through  our  Government.” 

This  is  one  of  the  numerous  REA-financed 
co-ops  that  have  made  advance  amortization 
payments  on  their  REA  loans.  The  Douglas 
co-op  is  $42,393.73  ahead  of  its  debt-repay¬ 
ment  schedule. 

The  Umatilla  Electric  Cooperative  Associa¬ 
tion  was  organized  and  incorporated  in  1937 
as  a  result  of  the  insistent  demand  on  the 
part  of  the  rural  people  in  West  Umatilla  and 
North  Morrow  Counties  of  Oregon  for  electric 
service. 

Today  this  co-op  is  giving  service  to  farms , 
and  other  rural  establishments  in  an  area 
comprising  about  600  square  miles.  Addi¬ 
tional  capacity  for  the  system  is  made  neces¬ 
sary,  however,  by  two  types  of  growth:  First, 
the  increased  usage  per  consumer;  and,  sec¬ 
ond,  the  increasing  number  of  consumers 
requiring  service. 

The  increase  in  average  use  per  consumer 
has  been  phenomenal  during  the  period  since 
the  cooperative  initiated  service.  The  initial 
average  usage  was  37  kilowatt-hours  per  con¬ 
sumer  per  month,  whereas  at  the  present 
it  has  increased  to  about  400  kilowatt- 
hours  per  consumer  per  month,  with  some 
individuals  using  much  more. 

The  increasing  number  of  consumers  is 
brought  about  by  the  constant  growth  in 
density  of  population  in  that  area,  together 
with  the  develpoment  of  industries  and 
farms,  the  most  notable  factor  in  the  growth 
of  industry  being  the  construction  of  hydro¬ 
electric  dams.  McNary  Dam  is  being  built  in 
that  immediate  vicinity.  In  addition,  the 
Umatilla  co-op  finds  it  necessary  to  construct 
a  number  of  short  power  line  extensions  de¬ 
signed  to  serve  established  locations  which 
are  still  without  electric  service.  Tire  co-op 
is  now  receiving  applications  for  new  service 
almost  daily,  with  about  100  such  applica¬ 
tions  already  on  file  and  more  coming  in. 

These  conditions  make  it  necessary  to  take 
immediate  steps  to  relieve  the  limitations  for 
service  which  are  laid  down  by  the  present 
physical  capacity  of  the  system.  The  co- 
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operative  has  recently  completed  a  study  of 
the  system  by  means  of  which  it  has  been 
determined  just  what  the  needs  of  the  sys¬ 
tem  are. 

The  first  vital  need  is  for  an  increase  in 
power  supply.  Additional  capacity  is  con¬ 
templated  through  the  construction  of  sev¬ 
eral  three-phase  feeder  lines.  It  is  also  con¬ 
sidered  imperative  by  the  co-op  to  obtain 
additional  temporary  power  from  the  tem¬ 
porary  substation  at  McNary  Dam  and 
through  a  new  substation  at  Hermiston. 
These  needs  are  vitally  important. 

The  Tillamook  People’s  Utility  District,  to 
which  I  have  previously  referred,  is  organ¬ 
ized  under  the  Oregon  public  utility  district 
law.  This  public  agency  has  already  ob¬ 
tained  a  loan  from  the  REA  in  order  to  ex¬ 
tend  electric  service  to  some  300  unserved 
farms  which  the  commercial  utility  had  for 
years  refused  to  provide  with  service.  Mr. 
C.  H.  Stranshan,  president  of  the  Tillamook 
district,  informs  me  that  the  power  company 
began  building  lines  “as  soon  as  the  REA 
loan  was  announced  from  Washington.” 

This  co-op  feels  that  by  having  obtained 
a  loan  from  the  REA  it  was  indirectly  able 
to  bring  about  the  serving  of  250  additional 
farms  with  electric  power,  as,  I  am  informed, 
the  established  suppliers  had  made  no  effort 
to  serve  these  farms  until  it  became  known 
that  the  REA  had  approved  the  co-op’s  appli¬ 
cation  for  a  lo'an. 

At  present  the  Tillamook  district  is  serv¬ 
ing  165  consumers,  and  there  remain  80 
others  who  are  unserved  in  the  area  in  which 
it  maintains  lines.  In  order  to  transmit 
power  to  these  additional  .farms,  however, 
it  will  be  necessary  for  the  agency  to  obtain 
an  additional  REA  loan. 

The  Coos-Curry  Electric  Cooperative,  or¬ 
ganized  in  1939  and  serving  Coos  and  Curry 
Counties  in  Oregon,  is  another  co-op  that 
has  come  a  long  way  in  the  past  9  years,  but 
with  still  a  long  way  to  go  before  it  can 
expect  to  attain  its  goal  of  service  to  all  of 
the  potential  consumers  within  the  area  it 
serves. 

This  co-op  received  its  first  REA  loan  for 
the  purpose  of  building  84  miles  of  line. 
Since  that  time  it  has  grown  to  the  point 
that  it  now  operates  389  miles  of  line  serv¬ 
ing  2,041  members.  There  still  remain,  how¬ 
ever,  some  300  miles  of  line  which  must 
be  constructed  before  electric  service  can  be 
brought  to  the  homes  of  1,200  more  rural 
people  within  its  service  area. 

The  leaders  of  the  Coos-Curry  co-op  tell 
me  that  dollars  and  cents  cannot  begin  to 
measure  what  electricity  has  done,  or  can 
do,  for  our  farm  people,  who  are  looking  to 
the  Government’s  Rural  Electrification  Ad¬ 
ministration  to  help  them  finish  the  job. 

In  Coos-Curry  Counties,  for  example,  irri¬ 
gation  is  only  beginning  in  the  area  served  by 
the  Coos-Curry  co-op.  Additional  electric 
service  is  greatly  needed  by  the  dairying  in¬ 
dustry  in  this  area  for  the  necessary  develop¬ 
ment  of  pasture  and  meadow  irrigation. 
Coos  County  has  20,000  dairy  cattle  at  pres¬ 
ent,  and  there  are  5,000  dairy  cattle  in  Curry 
County.  Moreover,  the  possibility  for  devel¬ 
opment  of  cranberry  /irrigation  through  rural 
electric  power  along  the  coast  is  unlimited. 

The  Coos-Curry  co-op  has  on  file  appli¬ 
cations  from  sawmills  for  more  than  5,000 
horsepower.  Prospective  consumers  are  con¬ 
stantly  asking  this  co-op  for  service  in  areas 
where  there  has  been  no  allocation  of  funds 
for  the  construction  of  lines,  and  where, 
therefore,  it  is  thus  far  impossible  for  the 
co-op  to  extend  service.  This  co-op  now  has 
pending  a  $350,000  REA  loan  application  for 
the  extension  of  its  electric  system. 

Mr.  Ivan  Laird,  a  rancher  and  one  of  the 
leading  citizens  of  the  community,  has  been 
president  of  the  cooperative  since  it  was  or¬ 
ganized  in  1939.  He  has  devoted  much  time 
and  effort,  as  have  other  leaders  of  the  co-op, 
to  make  it  one  of  the  outstanding  business 
enterprises  in  the  area. 


Mr.  Elmer  Gant  was  elected  to  the  office 
of  secretary-treasurer  in  October  1947  and 
has  a  vital  interest  in  the  cooperative  for  the 
reason  that  he  represents  an  area  not  com¬ 
pletely  served.'  Mr.  Gant  was  formerly  post¬ 
master  for  the  city  of  Bandon,  Oreg.  Mr. 
A.  E.  Sandbo,  of  Brookings,  is  vice  president 
of  the  co-op,  and  the  six  other  board  mem¬ 
bers,  by  reason  of  their  geographical  location, 
make  up  a  true  representation  of  the  entire 
area  served  by  the  Coos-Curry  co-op. 

The  Eastern  Oregon  Electric  Cooperative 
Association,  to  which  I  have  heretofore  re¬ 
ferred,  is  a  relatively  new  REA-financed 
co-op.  It  was  organized  in  1946  by  a  group 
of  citizens  desiring  electric  service  in  rural 
areas  east  of  Pendleton,  Oreg.,  and  north  and 
east  of  Weston,  Oreg.,  including  Cayuse, 
Thorn  Hollow,  Gibbon,  Weston  Mountain, 
and  the  Tollgate  recreational  area.  Subse¬ 
quently  the  projected  service  area  of  the  co¬ 
operative  was  expanded  to  include  Meacham 
and  Kamela,  Oreg.  The  co-op  immediately 
applied  for  a  loan  from  the  REA  to  finance 
the  construction  of  lines  from  the  Bonneville 
substation  in  Pendleton  to  the  rural  areas 
where  the  co-op  members  reside. 

This  co-op  has  273  members,  of  whom 
about  50  are  enrollees  of  the  Umatilla  In¬ 
dian  Reservation  near  Pendleton.  Ultimate¬ 
ly,  the  co-op  expects  to  have  some  400  mem¬ 
bers  within  its  presently  planned  service  area. 
Its  principal  problem  has  been  to  obtain  the 
necessary  materials  for  construction  of  its 
lines. 

The  future  finance  and  service  needs  of  the 
eastern  Oregon  co-op  include  a  supplemental 
REA  loan  appropriation  of  $30,000  to  $50,- 
000  to  enable  the  organization  to  build  lines 
into  the  Beacham  and  Kamela  areas.  Within 
the  next  few  years  the  needs  of  the  coopera¬ 
tive  for  REA  financing  will  be  greatly  en¬ 
larged  if  the  co-op  is  able  to  embrace  within 
its  service  area  extensive  unserved  rural  ter¬ 
ritory  lying  south  and  west  of  Pendleton 
and  including  Ukiah,  Long  Creek,  and  adja¬ 
cent  small  communities. 

The  co-op  estimates  that  around  $600,000 
will  be  required  to  build  into  this  territory, 
and  that  more  than  400  consumers,  including 
large  industrial  sawmill  loads,  would  be  pro¬ 
vided  with  central  station  service  for  the 
first  time. 

The  president  of  the  eastern  Oregon  co-op 
is  Howard  P.  Baker,  owner  of  the  Bingham 
Warm  Springs  Dude  Ranch  and  Summer 
Resort.  The  vice  president  is  Neil  Lieuallen, 
a  large-scale  wheat  farmer  who  resides  in 
Athena,  Oreg.,  and  who  has  an  alternate  resi¬ 
dence  in  the  Tollgate  recreational  area.  The 
treasurer  is  Allen  Temple,  who  has  an  inter¬ 
est  in  the  Temple  Hotel  in  Pendleton  and 
who  operates  a  dairy  near  Pendleton.  The 
secretary  is  Mrs.  Esther  Temple,  a  widow, 
who  operates  a  wheat  farm  east  of  Pendle¬ 
ton.  Other  members  of  the  co-op’s  board  are 
Frank  Orthmeyer,  a  grocer  at  Cayuse;  Dale 
Erickson  and  W.  E.  Van  Winkle,  both  of  whom 
are  farmers  on  Weston  Mountain;  and  Dolph 
Thompson,  a  grocer  at  Gibbon. 

A  story  of  successful  perseverance  is  told 
by  the  history  of  the  Lane  County  Electric 
Cooperative,  my  own  home  community,  of 
Eugene,  Oreg.,  which  was  organized  by  a  small 
group  of  farmers  and  businessmen  of  the 
Mackenzie  River  district  in  1939.  Their  in¬ 
tention  was  to  build  an  REA-financed  distri¬ 
bution  system  for  the  large  upper  river  area 
which  was  not  served  by  a  private  power 
company. 

But  their  application  to  REA  for  a  loan 
was  not  Immediately  approved  on  the 
grounds  that  their  organization  was  too  small 
to  bear  the  overhead  cost^  of  operation. 
They  then  met  with  a  group'  of  farm  leaders 
in  the  Eugene  rural  areas  and  interested 
them  in  the  organization.  With  this  added 
membership,  their  second  application  for  a 
loan  of  $53,000  was  approved  on  July  1,  1940, 
and  construction  was  begun  on  the  McKenzie 
lines  and  a  contract  was  entered  into  with  the 


Eugene  Water  Board  to  buy  wholesale  power 
from  the  Leaburg  plant. 

In  1941  the  cooperative  bought  out  the  old 
distribution  system  in  the  city  of  Oakridge, 
rehabilitated  it,  and  added  these  consumers 
to  the  co-op  membership.  The  cooperative 
did  this  for  but  one  reason:  to  provide  greater 
area  coverage;  that  is,  reach  unserved  citi¬ 
zens  who  were  in  need  of  electric  power  for 
their  homes  and  farms.  The  co-op’s  pur¬ 
chase  of  the  old  distribution  system  gave  it 
a  physical  and  economic  bridge  by  which  it 
was  able  to  extend  its  lines  to  unserved  fam¬ 
ilies  who  want  electricity  and  who  could  not 
be  reached  in  any  other  way.  The  acquisi¬ 
tion  permitted  the  co-op  to  average  in  the 
city  lines,  with  many  consumers  to  the  mile, 
with  those  built  into  the  back  country,  so 
that  the  result  is  a  self-sufficient  power  sys¬ 
tem  serving  all  sections. 

As  the  co-op  established  a  reputation  for 
dependable  power,  groups  formed  in  other 
unelectrified  areas  to  urge  the  expansion  of 
service  to  them.  Plans  were  made  and  an 
REA  loan  approved  for  building  approxi¬ 
mately  140  miles  of  lines  to  serve  these  peo¬ 
ple.  The  engineering  and  staking  were  com¬ 
pleted  and  the  materials  were  on  hand  when 
the  war  began,  and  the  Government,  to  con¬ 
serve  manpower  and  materials,  halted  con¬ 
struction  for  the  duration.  This  proved  a 
hardship  on  the  system,  as  during  the  war 
years  90  percent  of  the  staking  and  clearing 
was  lost.  As  soon  as  possible  after  the  war, 
the  project  was  restaked  and  recleared  and 
the  entire  140  miles  built. 

In  1946  REA  authorized  116  miles  of  con¬ 
struction  to  serve  715  more  consumers.  This 
construction  has  recently  been  completed 
and  energized.  In  addition  to  these  larger 
projects,  the  co-op  has  maintained  small  con¬ 
struction  crews  for  continuous  construction 
of  smaller  member  extensions  and  shorter 
taps. 

To  date,  this  co-op  has  been  allocated 
$1,608,000  of  REA  loans  and  of  this  amount 
has  drawn  $1,127,132.35.  With  this  money 
it  has  constructed  485  miles  of  lines  which 
are  now  serving  2,860  consumers. 

The  Lane  County  co-op  writes  me  that 
rural  electric  power,  made  possible  through 
REA  financing  of  this  cooperative,  has  worked 
wonders  in  the  Lane  County  area. 

This  rural  power  service  has  permitted  a 
steady  increase  in  the  standards  of  living  for 
1,463  Lane  County  residential  consumers. 
It  has  raised  production  and  living  standards 
as  well  on  1,232  Lane  County  farms  by  elec¬ 
trified  development  of  crop  irrigation  and 
the  use  of  milking  machinery,  electric  brood¬ 
ers,  farm  refrigeration,  machine  shops,  etc. 

Rural  electricity  has  also  provided  many 
farms  with  fire  protection  through  pressure 
water  systems  not  hitherto  possible. 

It  now  serves  150  Lane  County  commercial 
consumers  including  retail  stores,  churches, 
schools,  refrigeration  lockers,  theaters,  tourist 
courts,  and  the  like. 

It  has  increased  lumber  production  by 
electrifying  12  lumber  mills  in  Lane  County. 

And  rural  electricity  in  this  county  has 
served  another  important  purpose  by  sup¬ 
plying  power  to  the  United  States  Army 
engineers  for  construction  of  Dorena  flood- 
control  dam  on  Dower  River  and  Meridian 
flood-control  and  power  dam  on  the  upper 
Willamette  River. 

The  Lane  County  cooperative  finds  it  diffi¬ 
cult  to  predict  accurately  the  future  needs 
of  the  co-op  because  of  the  rapid  expansion 
of  industry  and  the  heavy  influx  of  popula¬ 
tion,  which  combined  create  a  constant 
change  in  the  demand  for  power  in  this 
region. 

It  is  manifest,  however,  that  an  engineer’s 
estimate  in  1947  of  the  cooperative’s  expected 
power  load  in  1952  will  be  reached  in  the 
latter  part  of  1948. 

This  co-op  estimates  that  there  are  1,050 
unserved  potential  consumers  now  within 
the  boundaries  of  its  service  area.  To  serve 
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these  unserved  citizens  of  Lane  County  will 
require  the  construction  of  around  200  addi¬ 
tional  miles  of  lines  through  new  REA  loans 
of  $500,000. 

The  officers  of  the  Lane  County  co-op  are 
outstanding  citizens  of  the  community.  The 
president  is  Lennie  Haldorson,  a  farmer,  who 
was  born  in  the  county  and  who  now  operates 
a  100-acre  farm,  raising  grains,  hay,  and 
fruit.  He  is  county  deputy  for  the  Oregon 
Grange,  and  is  one  of  the  organizers  of  the 
Lane  County  Cooperative. 

The  vice  president  is  Smith  Taylor,  a  re¬ 
tired  United  States  forest  ranger,  who  has 
spent  most  of  his  life  on  the  Mackenzie  River 
in  the  ranger  service.  He  is  one  of  the  group 
that  organized  the  cooperative  and  has  served 
continuously  on  its  board  of  directors. 

Clarence  Belknap,  the  treasurer,  has  spent 
most  of  his  life  in  the  Mackenzie  River  dis¬ 
trict  as  a  lumberman  and  farmer.  He  too 
was  instrumental  in  organizing  the  coopera¬ 
tive  and  he  also  has  been  on  the  board  of 
directors  of  the  National  Rural  Electric  Co¬ 
operative  Association  and  president  of  the 
Oregon  Electric  Cooperative  Association. 

Sidney  Bales,  the  secretary,  has  been  in  the 
lumber  business  near  Dorena  for  the  last  15 
years.  He  was  active  in  bringing  REA  coop¬ 
erative  power  to  that  district  and  has  had  a 
constant  interest  in  the  affairs  of  the  co-op. 
He  also  is  vitally  interested  in  the  improve¬ 
ment  of  the  rural  school  system  of  Oregon. 

The  Blackly  Lane  County  Cooperative 
Electric  Association  of  Blackly  has  800  mem¬ 
bers  who  are  actually  receiving  service,  as 
well  as  300  applicants  for  co-op  membership 
who  have  been  waiting  for  service  since  be¬ 
fore  World  War  II. 

A  study  of  this  co-op’s  present  system  in¬ 
dicate  a  later  requirement  for  an  additional 
REA  loan  of  $600,000  for  the  construction 
of  lines  to  mills  and  industrial  plants  now 
without  service,  and  to  an  estimated  1,300 
dwellings  that  are  expected  to  go  up  at  an 
early  date  in  rapidly  developing  subdivi¬ 
sions.  # 

The  system  now  maintained  and  operated 
by  this  cooperative  is  entirely  inadequate  to 
serve  the  present  load,  and  increasing  its 
capacity  is  dependent  upon  a  future  REA 
loan. 

The  Columbia  Basin  Electric  Cooperative, 
of  Heppner,  was  organized  in  1940  and  a 
loan  application  filed  with  the  REA  in  early 
1941.  However,  lack  of  a  power  source,  the 
war,  shortages  of  materials,  and  various  other 
circumstances  combined  to  prevent  any 
actual  work  until  September  1946. 

This  cooperative  has  630  members,  and 
many  of  those  expecting  to  be  served  are 
large  grain  farmers  and  cattle  ranchers.  Fu¬ 
ture  needs  of  this  cooperative  will  include 
REA  funds  to  serve  some  300  additional 
farms. 

Henry  Baker,  of  lone,  is  president  of  the 
Columbia  Basin  Electric  Cooperative.  A 
wheat  farmer,  Mr.  Baker  is  vice  president 
of  the  Morrow  County  Grain  Growers  and 
chairman  of  the  Morrow  County  triple-A 
program. 

Ralph  Potter,  of  Condon,  vice  president,  is 
a  large  wheat  rancher  and  landowner  in 
Gilliam  County  and  active  in  civic  affairs. 
E.  E.  Rugg,  of  Heppner,  secretary-treasurer, 
operates  an  extensive  wheat  and  stock  ranch 
in  Morrow  County  and  is  active  in  Grange 
programs. 

Complete  area  coverage  for  the  rural  citi¬ 
zens  of  Clatsop,  Columbia,  Washington,  and 
Yamhill  Counties  is  the  goal  of  the  West 
Oregon  Electric  Cooperative,  of  Vernonia. 

Already  this  cooperative,  organized  March 
8,  1944,  is  providing  rural  electric  service  for 
1,750  consumers.  At  present  this  co-op  is 
constructing  additional  lines  in  Columbia 
and  Washington  Counties  to  serve  250  new 
members,  and  plans  are  under  consideration 
for  an  additional  80-mile  section  to  serve  276 
more  member  users. 

,  T*1®  West  Oregon  Co-op  is  experiencing 
definite  power  shortages  in  two  sections  of 


its  present  system.  In  order  to  strengthen 
the  system,  this  co-op  expects  in  the  near 
future  to  request  another  REA  loan  for  addi¬ 
tional  "backbone”  lines,  transmission  lines, 
and  substations.  In  what  amount  this  new 
application  will  be  has  not  been  computed 
as  yet. 

Various  communities  in  its  project  area 
have  called  upon  the  West  Oregon  Cooper¬ 
ative  for  electric  service,  and  it  is  considered 
likely  that  the  need  for  additional  funds  with 
which  to  meet  these  additional  service  re¬ 
quests  will  exceed  $200,000.  Of  this  I  am  in¬ 
formed  by  Mr.  Guy  I.  Thomas,  the  co-op 
manager. 

“It  is  the  aim  of  this  cooperative,”  Mr. 
Thomas  tells  me,  “to  electrify  all  rural  sec¬ 
tions  within  our  project  area  and  thereby 
better  the  living  standards  of  those  who  are 
now  denied  the  comforts  and  labor-saving 
devices  that  electricity  will  afford  them.” 

The  Central  Electric  Cooperative,  of  Red¬ 
mond,  is  one  of  the  older  REA-financed 
co-ops  in  Oregon.  The  first  section  of  its 
system  was  energized  in  the  spring  of  1941. 
Today  it  has  362  miles  of  line  in  operation, 
serving  1,056  members.  An  additional  55 
miles  of  line,  to  serve  60  members,  will  be 
completed  this  month,  and  the  co-op  has 
applied  for  an  REA  loan  to  construct  393 
miles  of  line,  to  serve  735  consumers. 

The  Central  Electric  Cooperative  has  on 
hand  64  additional  applications  for  new  serv¬ 
ice  and  other  applications  are  coming  in 
daily.  To  serve  these  64,  the  construction 
of  an  additional  31.5  miles  of  primary  line 
will  be  necessary. 

Rural  electrification  is  an  important  need 
in  the  agricultural  development  of  central 
Oregon,  which  is  famous  for  its  potato  and 
poultry  production.  Electricity  is  used  for 
grading  and  loading  potatoes  and  ventilating 
the  potato  cellars.  Poultry  producers  use 
electricity  for  brooders,  incubators,  water 
heating,  and  the  air  conditioning  of  egg-stor¬ 
age  houses.  In  the  production  of  turkeys, 
electricity  is  used  for  the  illumination  of 
outside  roosts. 

This  cooperative  has  made  $32,000  advance 
payments  on  its  obligations  to  the  REA. 

Another  of  the  older  REA-financed  rural 
electric  cooperatives  in  Oregon  is  the  Wasco 
Electric  Cooperative,  energized  May  24,  1941, 
and  serving  principally  Wasco  and  Sherman 
Counties,  and  parts  of  Gilliam,  Wheeler,  and 
Jefferson  Counties.  It  is  contemplated  that 
a  larger  portion  of  these  latter  counties  will 
be  serviced  later.  At  present  practically  all 
of  the  rural  areas  of  Wasco  and  Sherman 
Counties  receive  central  station  electric 
power  from  the  cooperative,  except  where 
commercial  supplies  existed  before  the  co-op 
started. 

This  cooperative,  too,  is  in  excellent  finan¬ 
cial  condition.  Its  directors  are  W.  E.  Davis, 
president;  S.  M.  Hix,  vice  president;  Lester 
DePriest,  secretary;  Leo  E.  Hammel,  treas¬ 
urer;  Raymond  Crabtree,  Lloyd  T.  Woodside, 
K.  V.  Benson,  Roy  J.  Forman,  and  Ted  M. 
Ball.  All  are  substantial  wheat  and  livestock 
farmers. 

During  the  last  few  years  considerable  use 
has  been  made  of  this  low-cost  power  for 
Irrigation.  The  co-op  has  16  irrigating  con¬ 
sumers  who  pump  from  deep  wells.  One  of 
these  used  more  than  75,000  kilowatt-hours 
of  energy  in  the  month  of  September  1947. 

Five  irrigation  cooperatives  have  been 
formed  in  the  area  adjacent  to  the  Wasco 
cooperative.  These  co-ops  have  drilled  deep 
wells  and  installed  electric  motors  of  100 
horsepower  or  larger  to  pump  water  for  mod¬ 
ern  sprinkler-type  irrigation. 

The  Wasco  cooperative  has  a  special  rate 
which  makes  these  projects  feasible.  Around 
1,000  acres  of  land  have  been  placed  under 
water  which  would  not  have  been  irrigated 
but  for  the  cheap  power  rate  made  available 
by  the  cooperative.  Many  farmers  have  put 
in  small-scale  irrigation  systems,  some  of 
them  pumping  from  streams,  rivers,  and 
wells. 


The  cooperative  serves  six  sawmills.  Elec¬ 
tricity  in  remote  sections  has  led  to  the  devel¬ 
opment  of  various  small  mills  which  together 
have  a  sizable  output  of  lumber.  These  mills 
have  not  been  able  to  receive  central  station 
electric  power  from  other  sources  in  their 
area. 

The  Wasco  cooperative  has  approximately 
$1,200,000  invested  in  its  facilities.  The  indi¬ 
vidual  members  have  spent  an  estimated 
three  times  the  investment  of  the  cooperative 
for  improvements  on  their  farms. 

Since  the  rural  areas  of  Wasco  and  Sher¬ 
man  Counties  have  been  served  with  elec¬ 
tricity  farm  home  life  has  greatly  changed. 
For  the  past  30  years  migration  from  farm  to 
city  has  been  pronounced.  However,  with  the 
introduction  of  electricity  to  farms  the  ten¬ 
dency  has  been  to  develop  substantial  mod¬ 
ern  homes  there  and  for  the  younger  people 
to  remain  and  engage  in  modern  farming. 

Rural  electric  service  has  led  to  a  general 
improvement  in  health,  cleanliness,  and  the 
pride  of  operating  a  permanent  farm  home 
comparable  to  the  most  desirable  dwellings 
of  some  of  our  large  cities. 

The  history  of  the  Northeast  Clackamas 
County  Electric  Cooperative,  of  Sandy,  is  a 
record  of  enterprising  men  and  women  work¬ 
ing  cooperatively,  overcoming  obstacles  and 
disappointments,  and  remaining  united  in  a 
common  effort  to  bring  the  indispensable 
power  of  their  own  Columbia  River  to  them¬ 
selves,  their  neighbors,  and  their  friends. 

To  this  little  group  of  rural  citizens  of.  the 
Dover  and  George  areas,  the  timber-clad 
slopes  of  Mount  Hood  typified  the  uncleared 
land  on  which  they  toiled  so  strenuously  to 
bring  up  their  families.  And  the  tall  towers 
and  transmission  lines  that  carried  power 
from  Bonneville  Dam  across  the  highway 
near  Sandy  reminded  them  of  their  daily 
struggle  without  electricity  within  sight  of 
America’s  cheapest  and  most  plentiful  power 
supply. 

For  years  prior  to  1939  the  people  of  the 
Dover  and  George  areas  had  requested  service 
from  the  Portland  General  Electric  Co.  Al¬ 
ways  the  company’s  answers  were  in  the  neg¬ 
ative.  The  Dover  and  George  areas  were  too 
thinly  populated.  The  electric  load  would  be 
too  small.  Service  to  these  people  would  not 
be  profitable.  Only  those  living  near  the 
company  lines,  and  who  could  pay  for  their 
own  extension,  might  expect  to  be  served. 

But  today  power  from  Bonneville  Dam 
surges  over  the  rural  electric  lines  that  criss¬ 
cross  these  areas  south  of  Sandy,  thanks  to 
the  REA  and  the  determination  of  the  North¬ 
east  Clackamas  Co-op  members.  And  the 
same  spirit  that  motivated  the  original  or¬ 
ganization  group  is  now  evident  in,  plans  of 
the  co-op  members  to  extend  Bonneville 
power  to  everyone  within  reach  of  the  co-op 
system. 

At  present  this  cooperative  is  serving  some 
500  members  who  are  using  power  to  in¬ 
crease  production  through  irrigation,  dairy¬ 
ing,  poultry,  and  livestock  breeding.  The 
co-op  expects  to  serve  300  additional  users 
upon  construction  of  a  line  to  Government 
Camp.  Plans  for  this  line  were  made  in 
1943,  and  most  of  the  project  materials  are 
already  on  hand. 

The  Bonneville  Power  Administration 
agreed  to  serve  this  project  from  a  substation 
on  the  cooperative’s  line  at  Aims.  The  sub¬ 
station  site  was  purchased  and  made  ready, 
and  the  co-op  had  spent  a  large  sum  for 
engineering  costs  and  construction  of  a  tie 
line  when  the  members  were  notified  that 
the  appropriation  for  construction  of  the 
substation  had  been  removed  from  the  Bon¬ 
neville  Power  Administration’s  budget. 

This  cooperative  greatly  needs  the  Bonne¬ 
ville  substation  at  Aims,  as  it  forms  the  basis 
of  all  plans  for  the  proposed  new  section  of 
the  system.  The  cooperative  has  endeavored 
to  have  this  item  restored  to  the  BP  A  budget, 
but  so  far  without  success.  Thjs  substation 
would  permit  almost  unlimited  use  of  elec¬ 
tricity  at  low  cost,  providing  a  33 ,000- volt 
pressure  on  the  subtransmission  system 
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which  would  feed  the  load  centers  of  the 
cooperative. 

Load  forecasts  indicate  that  in  the  next 
year  or  so  membership  in  the  co-op  will 
treble  and  that  average  family  power  con¬ 
sumption  will  be  up  80  percent. 

Commercial  customers  are  expected  to 
triple  in  number  also,  and  more  than  400 
new  summer  homes  will  need  service.  The 
members  of  this  co-op,  like  other  co-op  mem¬ 
bers,  realize  with  a  sense  of  gratification  that 
with  every  electric  bill  they  pay  they  are 
making  an  investment  in  their  own  power 
system,  which  some  day  they  will  own  out¬ 
right  and  debt-free. 

C.  J.  Sandstrom,  a  turkey  grower,  has  been 
president  of  the  Northeast  Clackamas  Co-op 
since  its  organization.  M.  E.  Martin,  a 
farmer  and  lumber  grader,  is  vice  president; 
W.  L.  McCabe,  a  farmer  and  millwright,  is 
treasurer;  and  Mrs.  Mildred  R.  Decker,  who 
is  the  wife  of  a  farmer,  is  secretary  of  the 
co-op  and  of  the  Oregon  Rural  Electric  Co¬ 
operative  Association  as  well.  The  five  other 
members  of  the  co-op’s  board  are  G.  E.  Bol¬ 
linger,  W.  E.  Bews,  and  W.  H.  Joyner,  farmers; 
and  J.  J.  Teuscher  and  L.  E.  Baker,  dairy 
farmers. 

Such  are  the  records  of  the  REA-financed 
rural  electric  agencies  which  are  actively  op¬ 
erating  in  the  State  of  Oregon  today,  fur¬ 
nishing  power  and  lights  to  thousands  of 
worthy  rural  inhabitants  who,  until  the  ad¬ 
vent  of  the  REA  program,  were  unable  to 
obtain  the  benefits  of  electricity  in  their 
homes  and  on  their  farms  and  ranches.  . 

These  are  typical  in  many  aspects  of  the 
other  Oregon  groups  participating  in  the  REA 
program,  as  well  as  those  which  operate  to¬ 
day  in  the  other  States  of  our  Nation.  That 
this  program  has  benefited  millions  of  Ameri¬ 
can  citizens  during  these  last  13  years  is  a 
simple  statement  of  tremendous  fact  that 
bases  its  support  in  electrified  rural  industry 
throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of  our 
land.  This  great  work  must  go  on.  The 
principle  of  its  continuation  is  recognized 
everywhere.  This  great  work  should  be 
speeded  as  much  as  possible.  That  fact  is 
evident.  Millions  of  citizens  have  rejoiced 
and  are  rejoicing  today  at  the  blessings 
brought  to  them  in  their  rural  communities 
through  the  medium  of  the  REA  program. 
But  there  remain  millions  of  our  citizens  ; 
who  have  not  been  so  blessed,  and  who  may 
never  know  the  advantages  of  electricity  ex-  ; 
cept  through  continuation  of  the  REA  | 
program. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  because 
of  urgent  representations  of  rural  people 
from  all  sections  of  the  country,  the  Con¬ 
gress  is  expanding  the  Federal  rural- 
electrification  program.  We  are  asking 
the  Rural  Electrification  Administration 
to  add  a  large  volume  of  new  work  to  the 
steadily  mounting  responsibility  we  have 
given  the  agency  in  past  years.  It  is 
only  reasonable  that  we  should  make 
provision  for  the  agency  to  discharge  the 
responsibilities  that  we  are  assigning 
to  it. 

REA  originally  requested  an  adminis¬ 
trative  fund  of  $5,000,000  to  safeguard  a 
previous  Government  investment  of 
about  $1,000,000,000,  and  to  process  new 
loans  of  $300,000.  The  requested  sum  is 
less  than  one-half  of  1  percent  of  the 
amount  the  Government  has  invested  in 
loans  to  electric  cooperatives  and  other 
borrowers  and  which  the  REA  is  asked  to 
safeguard.  After  Congress  approved  a 
supplementary  loan  authorization  of 
$175,000,000,  REA  requested  an  addi¬ 
tional  $200,000  for  administrative  ex¬ 
penses  to  enable  it  to  carry  out  the  addi¬ 


tional  work  which  the  action  of  Congress 
imposed. 

This  request  did  not  take  into  account 
the  increase  in  the  regular  loan  author¬ 
ization  for  1949  from  $300,000,000  to 
$400,000,000  which  has  passed  the  House 
and  has  been  approved  by  the  Senate 
Appropriations  Committee. 

If,  as  was  indicated,  the  additional 
$900,000  was  needed  for  administrative 
expenses  for  the  added  $175,000,000  in 
loans,  it  is  most  inconsistent  to  cut  the 
administrative  increase  in  half  when 
adding  another  $100,000,000  to  the  loan 
funds.  This  is  what  the  Senate  Appro¬ 
priations  Committee  has  recommended. 

The  administration  of  the  REA  pro¬ 
gram  has  earned  warm  praise  and  has 
met  every  test.  However,  we  cannot  ex¬ 
pect  it  to  maintain  its  present  high  posi¬ 
tion  in  the  regard  of  both  farmers  and 
the  general  public  if  it  does  not  have 
adequate  funds  to  do  an  efficient  job. 

In  closing  these  remarks,  I  wish  to  re¬ 
peat  what  I  said  to  my  good  friend  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  Brooks]  at  the  beginning  of 
my  statement.  I,  for  one,  appreciate 
very  much  the  attitude  which  he  has  dis¬ 
played  throughout  the.  hearings  on  the 
REA  problem.  I  shall  not  offer  an 
amendment  to  increase  the  administra¬ 
tive  budget  $900,000,  for  two  reasons. 
First,  I  believe  that  as  a  matter  of  gen¬ 
eral  policy,  wherever  possible,  even 
though  we  may  reserve  a  difference  of 
opinion  with  a  subcommittee  of  the  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committee  as  to  amounts 
recommended,  members  of  the  commit¬ 
tee  are  entitled  from  the  other  Members 
of  the  Senate  to  the  benefit  of  the  doubt, 
and  to  a  recognition  on  our  part  that 
after  all,  if  we  are  to  be  frank  about  it, 
compromises  must  be  arrived  at  by  the 
Appropriations  Committee  in  regard  to 
the  many  requests  for  funds.  I  am  ap¬ 
preciative  of  that  fact.  I  do  not  think 
it  would  be  proper  for  me  not  to  extend 
to  the  Senator  from  Illinois  my  cooper¬ 
ation  in  regard  to  this  matter. 

In  the  second  place,  to  be  frank,  I  shall 
not  offer  the  amendment  because  I  know 
it  would  not  be  adopted,  and  I  do  not  be¬ 
lieve  in  unnecessarily  bumping  my  head 
against  a  stone  wall.  However,  I  am 
making  this  Record  today  for  future  ref¬ 
erence,  because  I  am  of  the  opinion  that 
in  due  course  of  time  my  good  friend 
from  Illinois  will  be  confronted  with  a 
request  for  a  supplemental  appropria¬ 
tion.  When  that  time  comes  I  want  the 
Record  to  show  the  arguments  which  I 
have  made  today  for  larger  appropria¬ 
tions  for  administrative  expenses  of  REA. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  I  have  a 
question  to  ask  in  regard  to  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration  appropri¬ 
ation.  As  I  recall,  in  the  appropriation 
bill  of  a  year  ago  there  was  a  proviso  that 
no  money  should  be  expended  for  the 
construction  of  generating  plants  with¬ 
out  notice  being  given  the  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee  at  least  30  days  before 
such  money  was  to  be  expended.  I  no¬ 
tice  that  there  is  no  proviso  to  that  effect 
In  the  appropriation  bill  this  year.  I 
understand  that  last  year  reports  were 
made,  as  required,  to  the  Appropriations 
Committee  and  are  on  file.  Did  the  com¬ 


mittee  feel  that  it  was  unnecessary  to 
continue  that  proviso? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  As  I  recall,  it  was  not  a 
proviso  in  the  law  last  year.  There  was 
such  language  in  the  committee  report. 
It  certainly  was  not  the  intention  of  the 
committee  to  discontinue  the  practice. 
Such  reports  are  being  made  in  regular 
order,  and  we  have  had  no  protest  of  any 
kind  against  continuance  of  the  practice. 
We  expect  that  it  will  be  continued. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  wished  that  point  to  be 
made  clear  in  the  Record. 

I  also  understand  that  in  case  of  emer¬ 
gency,  when  generating  equipment  has 
been  destroyed  and  must  be  replaced 
without  delay,  the  committee  would  not 
expect  to  have  any  delay  while  it  was  be¬ 
ing  notified.  In  fact,  I  am  not  sure  but 
that  such  a  statement  was  made  in  the 
report  last  year. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  There  would  be  no 
question,  in  my  judgment,  about  their 
calling  the  chairmen  of  the  two  commit¬ 
tees  and  conferring  with  the  ranking  mi¬ 
nority  members  in  an  emergency  and  ob¬ 
taining  an  immediate  response.  Of 
course,  this  statement  is  contained  in  the 
report.  Even  though  it  is  only  in  the  re¬ 
port,  I  think  it  would  be  the  will  of  the 
Senate  to  meet  a  situation  of  that  kind. 
I  can  imagine  no  real  difficulty  in  case  of 
an  emergency. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  thank  the  Senator  from 
Illinois.  I  simply  wish  to  keep  clear  for 
the  Record  what  was  expected  of  the 
REA  in  this  connection. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  should  like  to  inquire 
about  the  number  of  rejections,  if  any, 
the  committee  acted  on  last  year. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  know  of  none  that 
were  rejected. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  On  the  question  raised 
by  the  Senator  from  Vermont,  did  I  cor¬ 
rectly  understand  the  Senator  to  say  that 
the  same  language  is  in  the  report  this 
year? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  No;  it  was  not  put 
back  in  the  report.  But  it  was  certainly 
the  understanding  of  the  chairman  and, 
I  am  sure,  of  the  other  members  of  the 
committee  who  were  present,  that  it  was 
a  continuing  understanding  with  the 
REA,  for  even  when  we  were  in  the  clos¬ 
ing  hours  of  the  hearing,  I  asked  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  if  Re  would  bring  his  re¬ 
port  up  to  date,  so  that  we  could  know 
what  it  was,  before  reporting  the  bill. 
If  the  Senator  would  like  to  have  it  in  the 
report,  we  can  write  it  in. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  No.  The  only  reason  I 
made  the  inquiry  is  that  I  was  under  the 
impression,  from  a  memorandum  which 
I  have  before  me,  that  there  was  delay 
in  the  operations  of  some  of  the  coopera¬ 
tives,  when  they  were  up  against  an 
emergency  as  a  result  of  a  30-day  notice. 

I  was  wondering  whether  it  is  still  the 
opinion  of  the  committee  that  the  REA 
would  have  to  comply  with  the  30-day 
notice,  as  written  in  the  report. 
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Mr.  BROOKS.  I  can  say  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  that  I  am  sure  the  Members  of  the 
Senate  know  that  is  the  understanding. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  thank  the  Senator,  be¬ 
cause  that  will  clear  up  any  misunder¬ 
standing  on  the  part  of  some  of  the  REA 
officials.  They  followed  the  report,  even 
though  such  language  was  not  written 
into  the  law.  They  believed  they  had  to 
do  that,  and  I  think  perhaps  they  were 
right,  even  though  legally  they  were  not 
bound  by  language  in  the  report.  I  am 
glad  it  was  taken  out. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Perhaps  the  Senator 
misunderstood  what  I  said.  I  said  it 
was  not  taken  out  as  an  indication  that 
we  disapproved  of  it.  We  merely  ac¬ 
cepted  it  as  a  policy.  They  merely  in¬ 
dicated  to  the  committee  that  they  were 
delayed. 

When  we  talk  about  delays  in  the  REA, 
it  should  be  pointed  out  that  although 
they  now  have  enough  money,  it  will 
probably  be  3  years  before  they  can  get 
all  these  projects  under  way.  Unless 
there  is  an  emergency,  such  as  stated  by 
the  Senator  from  Vermont,  the  giving  of 
a  30-day  notice  that  they  are  going  to 
build  a  generating  plant  could  not  pos¬ 
sibly  delay  them. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  am  only  talking  about 
such  an  emergency. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  have  stated  that 
there  is  no  protest,  and  I  have  stated  for 
the  Record  that  I  feel  sure  that  in  an 
emergency  they  could  come  to  the  com¬ 
mittee  and  ask  that  it  be  considered; 
and  I  am  sure  it  would  be  considered, 
and  I  am  sure  the  Senate  would  back  up 
the  chairman  or  the  ranking  minority 
member,  whichever  it  happened  to  be  at 
the  time. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  simply  wish  to  know 
whether  the  REA  would  have  to  follow 
the  law  or  the  committee  report. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  It  was  not  in  the  law, 
but  it  was  in  the  report.  So  far  as  I 
know,  it  is  a  continuing  understanding 
with  the  REA. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  think  it  is  unfortunate 
that  we  do  not  write  it  into  the  law — 
if  that  is  what  the  Senate  desires.  Ac¬ 
tually,  I  do  not  think  the  Administrator 
of  the  REA  should  be  required  to  follow 
a  committee  report  in  administering 
such  an  important  program.  In  other 
words,  the  committee  says  in  the  former 
report,  “Before  you  can  do  certain 
things  there  must  be  a  30-day  notice,” 
but  that  statement  is  not  in  the  law. 
However,  the  Administrator  of  the  REA 
is  construing  it  as  if  it  were  the  law. 
Probably  he  has  to  do  that  in  order  to 
get  along  with  Congress.  But  I  submit 
that  this  is  not  the  proper  way  to  legis¬ 
late. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  do 
not  think  it  will  delay  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  on  Monday  to  have  this 
amendment  go  over.  So  I  should  like  to 
have  the  amendment  go  over,  in  order 
that  I  may  look  into  a  matter  pertaining 
to  the  amount  which  has  been  recoin- 
mended  for  appropriation  for  adminis¬ 
trative  expenses. 

Mr  BROOKS.  There  is  another 
amendment  coming  up  on  Monday.  If 
we  are  going  to  let  this  amendment  go 
over,  then  I  should  like  very  much  to 
have  an  understanding,  as  nearly  as  we 
can  do  so,  about  when  we  shall  reach  a 


vote  on  Monday.  If  we  are  going  to  have 
the  bill  go  over  until  Monday,  because  of 
one  or  two  amendments,  that  is  one  mat¬ 
ter;  but  if  on  Monday  the  whole  field  will 
be  opened  up  for  further  and  continued 
discussion,  I  think  that  will  be  very  un¬ 
fortunate. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Yesterday  we  had  an 
understanding  that  we  would  try  to  com¬ 
plete  the  action  on  the  amendments  as  to 
which  there  is  no  controversy,  and  that 
amendments  which  are  controversial 
would  go  over.  I  am  inclined  to  think 
that  this  amendment  will  not  be  contro¬ 
versial,  but  there  is  one  feature  which  I 
should  like  to  have  an  opportunity  to 
look  into  over  the  week  end.  We  are 
almost  through  the  amendments  anyway, 
I  think. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Yes;  we  are  almost 
through  them. 

I  may  say  for  the  benefit  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  that  in  my  most  congenial  relation¬ 
ship  with  the  ranking  minority  member 
of  the  committee,  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Russell],  who  for  years 
was  chairman  of  the  subcommittee,  I 
agreed  to  have  the  bill  go  over  until  Mon¬ 
day  for  an  amendment  that  he  wishes  to 
submit.  I  made  that  agreement  as  a 
matter  of  convenience  to  other  Senators. 
But  I  was  very  anxious  to  get  the  other 
matters  cleared  up  before  then,  if  I 
could  do  so. 

If  Senators  wish  to  have  this  amend¬ 
ment  go  over,  and  if  there  was  an  agree¬ 
ment  that  such  matters  would  go 
over — and  even  though  I  did  not  share  in 
the  agreement,  I  do  not  doubt  that  it  was 
made — it  is  agreeable  to  me.  So  if  ob-' 
jection  is  made  to  final  action  being  taken 
on  this  amendment  at  this  time,  and  if 
request  is  made  to  have  it  go  over,  it  will 
have  to  go  over,  under  the  agreement. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  am  not  making  ob¬ 
jection,  but  I  wish  to  have  this  matter 
go  over  until  Monday. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Very  well. 

I  wish  to  say  to  the  Senator  from  Ore¬ 
gon  and  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  that 
this  committee  has  been  constantly  a 
friend  of  the  REA.  Last  year,  as  Sena¬ 
tors  will  recall,  the  House  reduced  the 
amount  of  the  loaning  authority  from 
$250,000,000  to  $225,000,000,  and  also  re¬ 
duced  the  appropriation  for  administra¬ 
tive  expenses.  The  Senate  committee 
restored  the  $25,000,000  and  restored  at 
least  $1,000,000  of  the  appropriation  for 
administrative  expenses  last  year,  as  I 
recall.  The  Senate  increased  that 
amount  from  $4,000,000  to  $5,000,000. 

This  year  the  request  was  made  for  a 
very  large  loaning  authority,  and  instead 
of  reducing  the  appropriation  from 
$250,000,000  to  $225,000,000,  the  House, 
in  taking  action  on  a  $300,000,000  budget 
estimate,  allowed  them  $100,000,000 
more.  But  immediately  they  come  to  us 
with  a  request  for  an  appropriation  of 
$900,000  for  administrative  expenses. 
The  testimony  shows  that  because  of  the 
shortages  of  material  and  the  difficulties 
in  regard  to  time  they  are  not  going  to 
be  able  to  loan  all  this  money,  and  much 
of  it  will  be  loaned  to  already-existing 
REA  cooperatives,  for  the  expansion  of 
which  very  little  in  the  way  of  adminis¬ 
trative  expenses  is  needed. 

We  felt  that  it  was  fair  to  give  them 
half  of  what  they  requested.  I  am  sure 


that  will  not  cripple  them  in  any  way, 
and  I  am  sure  it  was  not  the  intention 
of  the  committee  to  cripple  them  in  any 
way.  Consequently,  I  feel  that  there 
should  be  no  objection. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  do 
not  doubt  the  sincerity  of  the  Senator  , 
from  Illinois  or  of  the  committee  itself. 
What  strikes  me,  in  common  with  the 
Senator  from  Oregon,  is  this :  In  view  of 
the  increase  in  loaning  ability,  I  wonder 
whether  all  of  it  can  be  exercised  in 
1  year  or  whether  it  will  take  longer  than 
1  year;  and  in  view  of  the  fact  that  only 
half  of  the  amount  requested  for  admin¬ 
istrative  expenses  has  been  recommended 
by  the  committee,  and  also  in  view  of  the 
increased  loaning  ability  or  authority  and 
evidently  the  increased  load  of  work,  I 
wonder  whether  the  amount  requested 
is  necessary  in  order  to  permit  the  carry¬ 
ing  of  the  additional  load. 

I  may  be  convinced  that  it  is.  I  may 
be  completely  satisfied  on  that  point.  If 
I  am,  I  shall  not  make  any  point  regard¬ 
ing  it  or  attempt  to  delay  the  committee 
or  the  Senate  in  the  consideration  of  the 
matter. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  wish  the  Record  to  be 
perfectly  clear  that  in  the  opinion  of  the 
junior  Senator  from  Oregon,  the  distin- 
•  guished  chairman  of  the  subcommittee, 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Brrooks], 
has  demonstrated  over  and  over  again 
.  that  he  is  a  friend  of  REA.  There  is  no 
doubt  about  the  fact  that  we  would  not 
have  been  able  to  secure  the  increased 
appropriation  which  we  secured  last  year 
or,  for  that  matter,  the  amount  which 
was  recommended  in  the  report  this  year, 
had  it  not  been  for  the  chairman  of  the 
subcommittee  and  the  other  members  of 
the  subcommittee  who  have  shown  their 
friendship  for  REA.  I  do  not  want  any¬ 
thing  in  my  remarks,  in  the  slightest 
extent  whatever,  to  carry  an  implication 
that  I  think  the  Senator  from  Illinois  is 
not  a  very  great  friend  of  REA.  His 
record  bespeaks  the  fact  that  he  is  a 
friend  of  REA.  I,  along  with  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Kentucky,  am  simply  con¬ 
fronted  with  the  question  as  to  whether 
or  not  the  great  increase  in  the  loaning 
power  of  REA  provided  in  this  bill  does 
not  necessarily  carry  along  with  it  a  re¬ 
quirement  for  a  larger  appropriation  for 
administrative  functions. 

The  Senator  from  Illinois  has  just 
pointed  out  that  he  does  not  think  REA 
will  be  able  to  use  all  loan  money  this 
year,  because  of  a  shortage  of  supplies 
and  for  other  reasons.  I  merely  wanted 
to  call  the  Senate’s  attention  to  the  fact 
that  as  the  loans  are  made  it  is  going  to 
put  an  increased  burden  upon  REA  from 
an  administrative  standpoint.  I  think 
eventually  we  are  going  to  have  to  in¬ 
crease  the  administrative  appropriation 
of  REA,  if  our  Federal  funds  loaned  by 
REA  are  going  to  be  best  protected  in 
the  public  interest. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  we  do 
know  that  the  reduction  in  the  adminis¬ 
trative  appropriation  last  year,  and  the 
requirement  by  reason  of  that  that 
salaries  be  to  some  extent  reduced,  re¬ 
sulted  in  the  loss  of  some  of  their  men, 
some  of  their  more  valuable  men,  who 
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went  into  private  employment.  I  sup¬ 
pose  the  increased  loaning  authority  will 
require  necessarily  some  additional  em¬ 
ployees  of  an  expert  type  who  are  quali¬ 
fied  to  go  into  the  field  and  coordinate 
this  work,  which  is  on  the  surface  simple 
but  which  is  in  fact  somewhat  com¬ 
plicated. 

The  only  question  in  my  mind  is 
whether  the  allowance,  in  view  of  the 
lag  in  last  year's  operations,  is  sufficient. 
I  may  be  completely  satisfied  about  that, 
and  I  have  made  no  question  about  the 
friendly  attitude  of  the  Senator  from 
Illinois.  I  hope  nothing  I  said  could  be 
interpreted  as  questioning  his  or  the 
committee’s  friendly  attitiide  toward 
REA.  But  probably  if  the  matter  had 
gone  over  without  even  this  discussion 
some  time  would  have  been  saved,  if  in 
the  meantime  I  could  have  been  com¬ 
pletely  satisfied  in  my  own  mind  that 
under  the  circumstances  it  is  a  wise 
provision. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  President,  I  want 
to  reiterate  what  I  said  to  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  and  to  other  Members 
of  the  Senate,  that  we  restored  last  year 
$1,000,000  in  administrative  funds. 
While  REA  lost  some  of  its  better  men, 
the  evidence  will  show  that  some  of  those 
better  men  went  to  work  for  the  coop¬ 
eratives,  because  they  could  make  better 
money  working  for  the  cooperatives  than 
they  could  make  working  for  REA.  So 
it  was  not  altogether  a  lack  of  funds  that 
resulted  in  their  loss.  It  was  the  in¬ 
adequacy  of  Federal  salaries,  as  well,  and 
that  is  a  question  we  shall  have  to  con¬ 
sider. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  That  may  be  true, 
yet  a  lack  of  funds  has  something  to  do 
with  the  lack  of  adequate  salaries. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  agree  to  the  re¬ 
quest  which  has  been  made? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  agree  that  the 
amendment  may  go  over  until  Monday. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  That 
completes  the  committee  amendments. 

Mr.  UMSTEAD.  Mr.  President,  I  sub¬ 
mit  an  amendment,  which  I  send  to  the 
desk,  and  I  ask  that  it  be  read. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  47,  line  16, 
it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  “$150,000,000” 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “$250,000,000.” 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  submitted  by  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina. 

Mr.  UMSTEAD.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Senate  to  the  glaring  inconsistency  of 
the  amounts  appropriated  for  the  agri¬ 
cultural  conservation  program — the 
program  which  provides  Government  as¬ 
sistance  to  farmers  throughout  the  Na¬ 
tion  in  carrying  out  practices  to  conserve 
our  national  soil  and  water  resources. 

For  the  1947  program,  the  Congress 
last  year  provided  a  final  appropriation 
of  around  $265,000,000  for  this  program. 
For  the  program  in  the  fiscal  year  1948, 
the  pending  bill  carries  the  sum  of  $150,- 
000,000.  Since  $24,500,000  of  this  amount 
must  go  to  cover  administration  of  the 
program,  the  funds  available  for  as¬ 
sistance  payments  to  farmers  under  the 


1948  program  actually  total  only  about 
$125,000,000.  For  next  year’s  program, 
1949,  the  bill  as  passed  by  the  House  a 
few  weeks  ago  and  approved  by  the 
Senate  Appropriations  Committee  pro¬ 
vides  an  authorization  of  $225,000,000. 
An  amendment  to  this  bill  has  already 
been  introduced  in  the  Senate  which 
would  raise  this  authorization  for  next 
year’s  program  to  three  hundred  million. 
That  amendment  in  my  opinion  should 
pass. 

Let  me  repeat:  For  1947  the  amount 
provided  was  about  two  hundred  and 
sixty-five  million;  for  1949,  the  pending 
bill  authorizes  $225,000,000,  which  I  hope 
will  be  increased  to  $300,000,000;  for 
1948,  only  $150,000,000  is  made  available. 
Why  this  difference?  Why  is  the  pro¬ 
gram  less  necessary  this  year  than  last 
year,  or  than  it  will  be  next  year? 

Only  one  fact  could  justify  the  small 
appropriation  for  this  year,  and  that 
would  be  that  the  need  for  conservation 
this  year  is  smaller  and  less  urgent  than 
it  was  last  year  or  than  it  will  be  next 
year.  And  we  know  that  is  not  the  case. 

For  this  reason,  I  am  offering  an 
amendment  to  the  conservation  and 
land  use  item,  which  would  increase  the 
appropriation  for  the  fiscal  year  1948  to 
$250,000,000.  This  sum  would  be  more 
in  line  with  funds  appropriated  for  other 
years. 

It  is  true  that  the  President’s  budget 
message  requested  only  $150,000,000  for 
this  year’s  program,  but  I  understand 
that  this  was  done  mainly  because  it  was 
felt  that  appropriation  requests  by  the 
budget  should  not  exceed  the  contract 
authorizations  provided  in  last  year’s  ap¬ 
propriation  bill  in  the  sum  of  $150,- 
000,000  for  the  1948  program.  But  it  is 
not  yet  too  late  to  rectify  this  mistake; 
there  is  still  time  to  increase  the  amount 
so  that  a  more  adequate  conservation  job 
can  be  done  by  farmers  this  year. 

Reports  not  only  from  my  own  State 
of  North  Carolina,  but  from  all  over  the 
country,  are  emphatic  in  stating  that  this 
reduced  appropriation  will  seriously  crip¬ 
ple  this  important  program  this  year. 

It  is  abundantly  clear  that  an  in¬ 
crease  in  the  appropriation  for  1948  could 
be  used  to  good  advantage. 

Increasing  the  appropriation  from 
$150,060,000  to  $250,000,000  would  almost 
double  the  amount  available  for  assist¬ 
ance  to  farmers.  The  administrative  ex¬ 
penses  are  already  taken  care  of  under 
the  allocations  of  the  original  $150,000,- 
000  authorization,  so  almost  the  whole 
amount  of  the  increase  would  go  to  the 
farmers  for  additional  conservation 
practices. 

And  there  are  many  practices,  badly 
needed  practices,  which  may  yet  be  com¬ 
pleted  this  year.  It  is  too  late  to  do  any¬ 
thing  about  those  conservation  opera¬ 
tions  normally  carried  out  only  in  the 
spring  and  early  part  of  the  year,  which 
would  have  been  performed  if  more  funds 
had  been  available.  But  there  is  ample 
time  to  encourage  more  of  those  prac¬ 
tices  suitable  for  fall  and  early  winter 
performance. 

Farmers  can  still  apply  needed  plant 
foods  such  as  lime,  phosphate,  potash, 
and  sulphur.  Supplies  and  equipment 
are  available  in  adequate  amounts. 


Farmers  can  still  carry  out  such  erosion- 
control  practices  as  terracing  and  diver¬ 
sion  ditches. 

Farmers  can  still  seed  and  improve 
their  pastures.  They  can  contour  fall 
crops  as  a  protection  against  irreparable 
erosion  damage.  Winter  cover  crops,  in¬ 
cluding  legumes  and  small  grains,  can 
still  be  seeded.  Livestock  water  develop¬ 
ments  can  still  be  encouraged.  These  are 
only  a  few  of  the  many  urgently  needed 
practices  which  farmers  can  still  be  as¬ 
sisted  in  carrying  out  this  year. 

The  conservation  of  our  national  soil 
and  water  resources  is  vitally  important 
to  all  of  us.  It  should  not  be  postponed. 
Let  us  do  what  we  can  to  encourage  more 
of  it  by  increasing  the  amount  of  the 
Government’s  assistance  for  this  year. 

This  program  has  been  a  tremendous 
success.  It  has  offered  encouragement, 
assistance,  and  help  to  the  farmers  who 
wished  to  improve  the  soil,  diversify 
crops,  and  prevent  farmland  from  wash¬ 
ing  away.  It  has  helped  to  conserve  fer¬ 
tility  of  the  soil  and  water  resources.  It 
has  added  to  tax  values  and  it  has  in¬ 
creased  productivity. 

Furthermore,  it  is  well  to  remember  in 
this  connection  that  sound  soil  conserva¬ 
tion  practices  such  as  strip  cropping,  pas¬ 
ture  coverage,  tree  planting,  and  the 
planting  of  grasses  and  legumes  are  prac¬ 
tical  methods  of  assisting  in  the  control  of 
water  flow  in  sections  endangered  by  the 
hazards  and  destruction  of  floods. 

This  program  is  administered  largely 
by  community,  county,  and  State  com¬ 
mittees.  To  them  must  go  a  large  part 
of  the  credit  for  its  unusual  success. 
They  serve  at  great  sacrifice  to  them¬ 
selves,  and  are  actuated  not  by  the  small 
compensation  they  receive,  but  by  then- 
patriotic  devotion  to  the  welfare  of  agri¬ 
culture  and  the  well-being  of  the  coun¬ 
try  at  large.  I  also  wish  to  commend 
the  officials  of  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  both  in  Washington  and  in  the 
field,  for  the  efficiency  with  which  this 
program  has  been  conducted. 

At  this  time,  when  agriculture  is  be¬ 
ing  again  called  upon  for  maximum  pro¬ 
duction,  certainly  everything  reasonable 
should  be  done  to  encourage  it  and  make 
it  possible.  Therefore,  I  urge  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  the  amendment  which  I  have 
offered. 

Mr.  President,  I  repeat,  that  if  the 
program  was  sound  last  year  and  is  rec¬ 
ognized  as  being  sound  for  next  year, 
then  why  is  not  the  program  equally 
sound  for  this  year?  If  it  is  sound, 
then  my  amendment  should  be  adopted. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  President,  before 
I  reply  to  the  Senator's  statement  I  sug¬ 
gest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  following  Senators  answered  to 
their  names: 


Aiken 

Cain 

Ecton 

Baldwin 

Capehart 

Ellender 

Ball 

Capper 

Ferguson 

Barkley 

Chavez 

Flanders 

Brewster 

Connally 

Fulbright 

Brlcker 

Cooper 

George 

Bridges 

Cordon 

Green 

Brooks 

Donnell 

Gurney 

Buck 

Downey 

Hatch 

Butler 

Dworshak 

Hayden 

Byrd 

Eastland 

Hickenlooper 
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Hill 

McKellar 

Stennis 

Hoey 

McMahon 

Stewart 

Holland 

Magnuson 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Ives 

Malone 

Thomas,  Utah 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Millikin 

Thye 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Moore  . 

Tobey 

Kem 

Morse 

Ty  dings 

Kilgore 

O  ’Conor 

Umstead 

Knowland 

Pepper 

Vandenberg 

Langer 

Reed 

Wherry 

Lodge 

Revercomh 

White 

Lucas 

Robertson,  Va. 

Wiley 

McClellan 

Russell 

Williams 

McFarland 

Saltonstall 

Wilson 

McGrath 

Sparkman 

Young 
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The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Sev¬ 
enty-eight  Senators  having  answered  to 
their  names,  a  quorum  is  present. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  submitted  by  the  Senator 
from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  UmsteadL 
'  J  . '  CONDITIONS  In'  PALESTINE 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  raise  a  question  which  has  been 
giving  us  increasing  concern,  namely,  the 
developments  of  recent  days  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  situation  which  now  pre¬ 
vails  in  Palestine.  I  wish  particularly  to 
address  an  inquiry  in  this  matter  to  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Appropri¬ 
ations,  which  seems  to  have  close  cog¬ 
nizance  of  this  program. 

I  desire  to  read  briefly  from  a  report 
of  the  War  Investigating  Committee 
under  the  chairmanship  of  Senator  Mead, 
who  conducted  a  rather  extensive  inves¬ 
tigation.  I  quote  from  page  34  of  his 
report  issued  in  1946,  and  call  attention 
to  this  paragraph: 

Our  failure  to  recapture  or  at  least  retain 
full  control  over  lend-leased  weapons  and. 
armaments  may  well  have  repercussions  in 
delicate  future  relations  between  nations.  A 
matter  of  such  importance  as  the  permanent 
transfer  of  weapons  and  armaments  to  for¬ 
eign  nations  should  be  studied  and  acted 
upon  by  Congress. 

The  wisdom  of  those  words  I  think  has 
been  amply  demonstrated  by  more  re¬ 
cent  developments. 

I  read  from  page  68  of  the  report,  as 
follows: 

Several  major  questions  of  our  national 
policy  are  necessarily  involved  in  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  any  program  for  the  transfer  of  arma¬ 
ments.  They  are : 

1.  The  effect  upon  any  future  world  pro¬ 
gram  for  disarmament. 

2.  The  effect  upon  policing  plans  and  re¬ 

sponsibilities  under  the  United  Nations  Or¬ 
ganization.  / 

3.  The  result  of  the  existence  of  the  means 

of  waging  war  in  the  hands  of  foreiga’  na¬ 
tions  presently  on  friendly  terms,  not  only 
with  the  United  States,  but  with  themselves, 
which  may  subsequently  become  embroiled 
in  a  dispute  either  with  the  United  States 
or  among  each  other,  in  whicly’such  arma¬ 
ments  may  be  used  as  an  instrument  of  na¬ 
tional  policy,  either  potentially  or  by  open 
resort  to  arms  in  combat,  Cinder  which  cir¬ 
cumstances,  the  United  States  would  have 
no  power  to  control  the' use  of  such  arma¬ 
ments.  / 

4.  The  use  of  such  Armaments  for  the  con¬ 
trol  of  backward  peoples,  whether  now  under 
the  domination  oj^ome  other  foreign  power 
or  to  be  subsequently  brought  within  such 
foreign  control/ 

I  call  attention  to  the  statement  of  the 
British  Government  3  days  ago  that  arms 
and  ammunition  are  being  furnished  by 
the  British  Government  to  the  Arab  na¬ 
tions  which  are  now  attacking  the  new 
nation  of  Israel,  which  we  have  recog- 
nized,  and  that  they  expect  to  continue 
to  furnish  the  aid  of  such  arms  and  am¬ 


munition,  the  loan  of  British  officers  who 
are  now  governing  that  action,  and  the 
extension  of  financial  aid  in  the  amount 
of  $8,000,000  a  year  to  the  Government 
of  Transjordan,  which  is  carrying  out  at 
the  present  time  the  invasion  of  this  area. 
Having  called  attention  to  those  facts,  I 
want  to  call  attention  further  to  what 
the  War  Investigating  Committee  said 
2  years  ago.  I  read  from  page  69  of  the 
report : 

The  sale  or  gift  of  armaments  by  our  Gov¬ 
ernment  in  peacetime  is  a  matter  of  such 
importance  and  delicacy  in  our  relations  with 
the  other  nations  of  the  world  that  it  de¬ 
serves  full  consideration  and  study  by  Con¬ 
gress  itself.  The  committee  believes  that 
the  present  programs  for  the  transfer  of 
armaments  to  other  nations  should  be  re¬ 
viewed  by  Congress  immediately,  and  that 
any  subsequent  program  for  the  sale,  gift, 
or  transfer  of  armaments  should  be  embarked 
upon  only  after  express  and  clear  authoriza¬ 
tion  by  Congress. 

The  Government  of  the  United  Kingdom 
now  has  troops  deployed  in  areas  where  there 
has  recently  been  or  where  there  is  threatened 
to  be  open  fighting — Indonesia,  Greece,  Pal¬ 
estine,  Egypt,  India.  Whether  armaments 
which  we  have  transferred  to  the  British  ir 
the  United  Kingdom  settlement  are  actuall 
employed  in  such  conflicts,  either  those  wlnil?L 
have  occurred  since  VJ-day  or  those  \dRch 
may  occur  in  the  future,  is  not  the  real Jpo int. 
The  fact  that  we  have  contributedjfo  the 
total  arms  which  the  British  Empi/f  has  is 
the  important  fact  and  it  impose/  upon  us 
a  responsibility  for  the  use  of ^  those  arms 
which  we  cannot  escape.  Althfttigh  we  have 
no  voice  in  the  foreign  policj/of  the  British 
Government  nor  in  the  formation  or  execu¬ 
tion  of  colonial  policies  of  th e  British  Empire, 
we  have  aided  them  and  Jiave  made  possible 
whatever  the  British  Empire  may  elect  to  do 
tha,t  involves  a  use  of  Jrms. 

\  *  J*  *  * 

In  recommending  the  removal  of  Ameri¬ 
can  mailings  on  nondemilitarized  corn-bat 
material  t*gnsf/rred  to  other  governments, 
the  State  D^mfrtment  obviously  had  some  of 
the  above  implications  in  our  foreign  policy, 
in  mind.  The  opmmittee  does  not  believe 
that  the  jfemovaP^pf  identifying  labels  on 
our  equipment  is  ^complete  discharge  of 
our  responsibilities  toWiations  and  peoples, 
against  whom  such  equipment,  possibly 
against  our  will,  may  be  amployed. 

I  venture  to  suggest  tlisd  those  who 
inay  die  in  Palestine  as  the  result  of  the 
use  of  American  arms  and  atomnition 
will  not  be  particularly  impressed  with 
the  fact  that  the  American  markings 
may  have  been  removed.  I  think  "H^e 
casualties  will  be  equally  great  inspite  _ 
such  removal.  I  suggest  that  this  is  a1’ 
matter  which  should  invite  the  most 
serious  attention  both  of  the  administra¬ 
tion  and  the  American  people. 

I  want  to  address  in  particular  one 
question  to  the  distinguished  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Appropriations,  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
Bridges]  as  to  whether  or  not  attention 
has  been  given  or  is  being  given  to  the 
vast  stores  of  arms  and  ammunition 
which  the  report  shows  were  left  in  the 
Middle  East.  There  is  a  compilation  in 
Report  No.  110,  part  7  showing  millions 
upon  millions  of  dollars’  worth  of  arms 
and  ammunition  left  in  the  Middle  East, 
much  of  these  vast  arms  stores  being 
turned  over  to  the  British. 

I  will  say  in  justice  to  the  State  De¬ 
partment  that  I  was  informed  by  Mr. 
Lovett  within  the  past  week  that  they 
were  assured  by  the  British  Govern¬ 


ment  that  it  was  not  turning  thesj 
American  arms  and  ammunition  overj 
the  Arabs.  Whether  or  not  that 
wers  the  question  so  far  as  our  consci¬ 
ence  is  concerned  is  another  matter,  be¬ 
cause  obviously  if  the  British  Jn-e  able 
to  turn  over  arms  and  ammjmition  of 
British  make,  as  they  statafl  within  3 
days  they  were  doing,  it  is  in  part  a  re¬ 
sult  of  the  supply  of  antfs  and  ammu¬ 
nition  which  we  made  /bailable  to  the 
British  under  our  leaf-lease  and  their 
operations.  We  h^fe  retained  some 
measure  of  controlfbut  whether  or  not 
that  control  is  biyfig  exercised  is  of  very 
profound  mome 

In  additionJ&e  are  making  available 
funds  to  theifritish  Empire,  as  I  under¬ 
stand,  and  United  Kingdom.  Mean¬ 
while  thmfhave  under  treaty  within  the 
past  mcufth  agreed  to  make  available  to 
TransjBrdan  $8,000,000  a  year  for  the 
supnpt  of  these  armed  forces.  The  an¬ 
nouncement  in  the  press  of  this  week 
wife  that  that  financing  had  been  avail- 
>le  both  for  this  year  and  for  next  year, 
[eanwhile,  as  I  understand,  we  are  sup¬ 
plying  the  deficit  in  the  British  balances 
so  far  as  their  foreign  relations  are  con¬ 
cerned. 

So  I  wish  to  ask  the  chairman  of  the 
Appropriations  Committee  to  what  ex¬ 
tent  this  matter  has  received  attention 
or  is  to  receive  attention  by  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Appropriations  in  connection 
with  the  money  we  are  now  making 
available  under  our  European  relief  pro¬ 
gram. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  will  say  to  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  Maine  that,  of 
course,  I  feel  strongly  on  the  matter  of 
the  hop-skip-and'-jump  policy,  the  hop- 
skip-and-jump  technique  of  the  admin¬ 
istration  dealing  with  Palestine,  because 
it  leaves  not  only  the  people  of  the  United 
States  and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  but  the  people  of  the  world  in 
wonderment  as  to  just  what  our  policy  is. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  I  may  say  that  I 
think  the  New  York  Herald  Tribune  very 
properly  referred  to  it  as  the  “porpoise 
policy,”  which  will  be  familiar  to  the  in¬ 
habitants  of  our  coast. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  We  have  changed  our 
position  so  many  times  that  it  would 
take  rather  a  shrewd  and  skillful  person 
to  follow  the  winding  course  we  have 
pursued. 

We  have  now  recognized  the  nation 
of  Israel.  Having  recognized  the  nation 
if  Israel,  I  think,  personally,  that  the 
fext  appropriate  step  would  be  the  repeal 
of  t^e  arms  embargo,  so  that  free  nations 
and  n?ee  people  may  purchase  arms  with 
which  fce  defend  themselves.  That  is  not 
a  new  pdljcy  for  me,  I  might  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Maine,  because  I  have  al¬ 
ways  felt  that  way.  Away  back  when 
the  majority  o\the  Senate  and  of  the 
House  also  were\pposing  the  repeal  of 
the  arms  embargbWior  to  World  War 
II,  I  favored  its  rep^J.  I  also  was  one 
of  the  six  United  Staflqs  Senators  who 
voted  against  the  Neutrally  Act. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  Am  Ioqrrect  in  my 
understanding  that  the  lifting  of  the 
alleged  arms  embargo  is  entirely,  within 
Executive  discretion? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  As  I  understand -j;he 
embargo  status  at  the  present  time  if 
within  the  power  of  the  administration 
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to  lift  the  arms  embargo.  Therefore 
subh  opinions  as  we  may  express  in  the 
Con&ress  today  are  our  opinions  as  leg¬ 
islators,  but  the  power  to  lift  the  em¬ 
bargo  \  vested  in  the  executive  branch 
of  the  dWernment. 

The  Sector  from  Maine  has  ad¬ 
dressed  a  question  to  me  as  chairman  of 
the  Appropriations  Committee.  I  may 
point  out  to  hin\  first,  that,  as  he  knows, 
the  foreign  polW  of  our  country  is 
within  the  hands  olrihe  executive  branch 
of  the  GovernmentX  It  is  its  responsi¬ 
bility.  Congress  hasfteen  told  on  many 
occasions  that  it  is  thXresponsibility  of 
the  executive  branch  of  Cbe  Government 
and  not  the  responsibility^  the  legisla¬ 
tive  branch.  Nevertheless,  naa  second¬ 
ary  way  the  Congress  of  Cbe  United 
States  directly  and  indirectly\has  not 
only  an  interest  in,  but  has  something  to 
say  with  reference  to  foreign  policy. 
The  Foreign  Relations  Committee  oftThe 
Senate,  headed  by  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Vanden\ 
berg],  is  the  committee  having  the  pri-  - 
mary  responsibility  in  that  connection. 
But  the  Appropriations  Committee,  in¬ 
sofar  as  it  deals  with  appropriations  for 
the  State  Department,  and  insofar  as 
it  deals  with  appropriations  for  aid  to 
other  countries,  indirectly  enters  the 
picture. 

The  Senator  asks  me,  as  chairman  of 
the  Appropriations  Committee,  whether 
or  not  the  question  of  financial  aid  to 
Great  Britain,  with  relation  to  help  so 
far  as  the  Arab  countries  are  concerned, 
has  been  given  any  attention.  I  will  say 
that  that  question  has  not  been  officially 
before  us.  But  the  question  whether  or 
not  the  aid  granted  the  United  King¬ 
dom  in  an  economic  way  allows  the 
British  to  help  other  nations  in  a  mili¬ 
tary  way,  of  course,  has  disturbed  some 
of  the  members  of  the  committee.  I  feel 
that  the  Appropriations  Committee,  as  it 
examines  requests  for  funds  for  eco¬ 
nomic  recovery — although  they  are  not 
military  funds  in  any  way-can  very 
properly  inquire  as  to  the  use  of  the 
funds  directly  or  indirectly  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  which  the  Senator  describes.  As  I 
say,  v/e  could  approach  that  problem  onlw 
indirectly;  but  when  we  are  spending" 
billions  of  dollars  for  aid  to  a  nation, ^ge 
can  very  appropriately,  I  thirtk,  make 
inquiry  as  to  the  disposition  of  the  funds, 
and  as  to  whether  or  not  their  disposi¬ 
tion  makes  available  funds  for  arpurpose 
contrary  to  our  beliefs.  / 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  As  I  recall,  during 
the  debate  on  the  European  recovery 
program,  in  the  colloqu#  between  the 
distinguished  SenatorJfrom  Michigan, 
chairman  of  the  Comtnittee  on  Foreign 
Relations,  and  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire,  chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Appropriatioris,  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  very  clearly  pointed  out  that 
it  was  the  responsibility  of  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  to  determine  to 
what  exterft  authorized  appropriations 
were  reqmred  for  the  purposes  indicated 
in  the  legislation  which  we  were  consid¬ 
ering  Whether  or  not  the  funds  which 
might  be  required  in  connection  with  the 
activities  of  the  United  Kingdom  in  the 
Middle  East  at  this  time  in  any  way  have 


their  impact  upon  the  aid  which  is  being 
extended  would  seem  to  be  a  very  perti¬ 
nent  inquiry,  to  determine  to  what  ex¬ 
tent  the  United  States  is  assisting  those 
who  both  at  Lake  Success  and  in  the 
Middle  East  are  apparently  so  militantly 
opposing  the  policies  of  the  United 
States.  I  think  our  position  in  world 
affairs  has  been  made  sufficiently  igno¬ 
minious  by  what  ha&  heretofore  hap¬ 
pened,  without  further  adding  to  it  by 
assisting  a  nation  which,  at  Lake  Success 
and  in  the  Middle  East,  is  opposing  what 
we  allege  to  be  our  policy  at  this  time. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  think  the  Senator 
is  correct.  It  is  entirely  proper  that  the 
Appropriations  Committee  should  make 
inquiries  in  that  direction,  as  we  consider 
requests  for  further  appropriations  of 
billions  of  dollars  which  will  go  to  the 
United  Kingdom.  I  will  say  in  answer 
to  the  Senator  that  the  committee  will 
make  such  an  inquiry,  and  that  it  will 
be  a  subject  of  examination  at  that  time. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  I  thank  the  Sen¬ 
ator. 

S.  Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  President,  when  I, 
flailed  for  the  quorum  I  did  not  do  so  foi*’ 
tna,  purpose  of  the  statements  which  ha&e 
beek  made,  but  I  share  the  sentiments 
exprdteed  in  those  statements.  /hink 
we  aremn  the  rather  ridiculous  j^sition 
of  holding  out  a  great  hope  tcgChe  new 
state  of  Israel,  and  then  leafing  them 
stand  thera^rithout  the  onjffortunity  of 
purchasing  awns,  holding  ine  arms  em¬ 
bargo  in  effectwhil'e  we j/id  another  na¬ 
tion  which  admmedly  flHrnishes  arms  to 
the  people  with  wfion/he  state  of  Israel 
is  in  conflict. 

My  hope  and  Pflayftj-  is  that  conflicts 
all  over  the  worldraiaj^e  stopped.  I  do 
not  know  all  tl/factorsXhich  may  con¬ 
tribute  to  greater  conflicu^ut  certainly 
it  adds  to  the  confusion  of\he  world  to 
have  a  pwey  which  the  people  of  the 
United  Slates  do  not  understand.  Our 
policy  bias  been  to  extend  economic  and 
milita/  aid  to  Great  Britain.  Nol^tion 
on  God’s  earth  ever  received  more  ftaili- 
taj#  aid  from  us  than  did  Great  Britain. 
When  we  read  that  our  sustenance 

/being  used  to  furnish  arms  to  the  tune1 
of  $8,000,000  a  year  to  those  who  are 
contesting  with  the  new  nation  of  Israel, 
which  we  have  recognized,  it  seems  to 
me  that  we  are  holding  out  a  false  hope. 
It  seems  to  me  that  the  executive  branch 
ought  to  do  one  thing  or  the  other.  It 
is  well  within  the  discretion  of  the  execu¬ 
tive  branch  to  lift  the  arms  embargo. 
They  should  do  so. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  do 
not  want  to  enter  into  an  extended  dis¬ 
cussion  at  this  late  hour.  I  think  in 
fairness  it  ought  to  be  said  that  the  Pres¬ 
ident  and  the  Secretary  of  State  are  at 
this  time  considering  the  question  of  lift¬ 
ing  the  embargo.  There  are  undoubt¬ 
edly  some  complications.  They  prob¬ 
ably  do  not  want  to  act  hastily.  I  am 
satisfied  that  in  the  beginning  they  con¬ 
sidered  very  carefully  the  question  as  to 
whether  they  should  impose  the  embargo. 
But  the  question  is  under  consideration. 
I  share  the  hope  that  it  may  be  found  in 
the  interest  of  justice  to  lift  the  embargo 
at  the  earliest  possible  date. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Above  all  things,  I 
hope  that  a  truce  can  be  arranged. 


Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  share  that  hope. 
In  view  of  the  known  situation,  I  trust 
that  at  the  earliest  possible  date  blood¬ 
shed  may  be  completely  avoided  in  that 
part  of  the  world,  so  that  the  new  nation 
may  be  allowed  to  move  forward  under 
its  own  steam  as  rapidly  a/iossible  in 
accomplishing  its  mission./ 

Mr.  BRIDGES. *  Mr.  P/ident,  I  think 
the  suggestion  made  by  fclfe  Senator  from 
Illinois,  the  distinguished  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Administra¬ 
tion,  is  a  very  soundone.  A  tragic  situa¬ 
tion  now  exists.  / The  executive  branch 
of  the  Governm/t  could  make  no  great¬ 
er  contribution  than  by  immediately 
using  its  goo/offices  or  its  power  to  bring 
about  a  trmlf,  so  that  the  bloodshed  and 
terrorisnywhich  are  taking  place  today 
may  be/opped.  I  agree  that  that  should 
be  thf/rst  step,  and  that  then  we  should 
proceed  along  the  lines  which  have  been 
suggested. 

,Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  if  I 
may  add  a  word,  it  is  a  hopeful  sign  that 
The  United  Nations  has  just  designated 
an  outstanding  citizen  of  Sweden  as  me¬ 
diator  or  arbitrator  between  the  factions 
in  Palestine  and  Israel.  I  hope  that  such 
action  may  result  in  an  agreement  for  a 
truce  and  ultimate  settlement  *of  this 
difficulty. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  distinguished  mi¬ 
nority  leader  whether  or  not  that  is 
merely  another  step  in  the  attempt  to 
bring  about  a  truce,  an  attempt  which 
has  been  going  on  for  many  years;  and 
whether  or  not  it  is  obvious  that  far 
stronger  measures  are  required.  Is  there 
any  doubt  that  if  our  Government  should 
insist  with  sufficient  strength  to  our  Brit¬ 
ish  friends  that  they  must  stop  furnish¬ 
ing  aid — including  arms,  munitions, 
financial  aid,  and  officers — to  the  Trans¬ 
jordan  Legion,  which  is  apparently  prac¬ 
tically  a  puppet  of  the  British  Govern¬ 
ment,  we  would  rapidly  approach  the  de¬ 
sired  end? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  That  may  well  be 
true.  I  mention  the  appointment,  by  a 
unanimous  vote,  of  the  mediator  as  at 
least  holding  out  a  hope  for  a  truce.  If  a 
Truce  can  be  brought  about,  and  the  peo- 
''fcle  can  be  calmed,  so  that  the  parties 
nifty  sit  down  and  consider  the  practical 
situation,  such  a  course  may  lead  to  an 
ultimate  settlement. 

Mr.  ^BREWSTER.  Is  Count  Berna- 
dotte  thp  arbitrator  who  has  been 
named?  X 

Mr.  BARTLEY.  Yes. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  We  certainly  wish 
him  well  in  hi\great  task;  but  it  is  im¬ 
perative  that  tnsre  be  early  action. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President,  I  should.  like  to  talk  for  1 
hour  but  do  not  wisn^to  trespass  on  the 
time  of  the  Senate  at. this  late  hour; 
but  I  cannot  let  this  Opportunity  pass 
without  concurring  heartily  in  the  senti¬ 
ments  which  have  been  expressed  by  the 
Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  Hrewster], 
the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
Bridges],  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Brooks],  and  the  minority  leader,  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Barkley]. 

I  think  the  Senator  from  Illinois  has 
placed  his  finger  on  the  action  which 
should  be  taken;  a  truce  ought  to  be 
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imposed  on  both  sides  this  very  day.  Jt, 
is  imperative  to  stop  the  bloodshed  and 
the  impending  massacre  which  is  pres¬ 
ently  threatened  in  the  Holy  Land  now, 
not  next  week  or  next  month. 

Of  course,  the  vicious  arms  embargo 
which  we  have  imposed  against  I§/rael, 
whoin  we  have  recognized  as  a  meinber 
of  the  family  of  nations,  places  us  in  a 
very  '-stupid  position.  It  ought  /to  be 
lifted  without  further  delay. 

I  hope  that  our  Government  will  move 
quicklyl  because  loss  of  time  now  will 
mean  the  loss  of  a  hundred  thousand 
lives  in'  the  next  few  days.  Jwe  must 
have  action,  and  quick. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  as 
I  recall  the  facts,  when  the  War  Investi¬ 
gating  Committee  looked  info  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  the  fransfer  to  Britan  of  the  war 
surpluses  in'  the  Near  East/it  was  found 
that  in  the  Agreement  the£e  was  a  pro¬ 
vision  that  we  could  recoup  those  goods 
at  any  time.  It  appear/  to  me  that  if 
the  munitionslabout  whlph  the  able  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Maine  has  been  talking  are 
being  transferred  to  /Transjordan,  we 
are  to  blame,  in  a  way,  because  under  our 
agreement  we  could /take  back  those 
goods  from  Britain,  And  thereby  could 
stop  the  goods  from/going  to  Transjor¬ 
dan. 


So  under  the 
agreement,  it  wo 
step  in  at  once 
goods  we-  transfe 
conditional  agre 
in  these  ways. 

Of  course  it  i, 


ts,  as  I  recall  the 
seem  that  we  could 
make  sure  that  the 
fed  to  Britain  under  a 
lent  would  not  be  used 


-  fame  that  we  did  remove 

the  markings,  so  that 'if  the  goods  were 
used  in  battle  #  would  not  seem  as  if  we 
were  actually/ using  them.  But  all  of 
us  know  they/were  Unified  States  goods. 
When  I  was/ in  the  Near  East,  we  saw 
those  large /Surpluses.  So  there  is  no 
use  attempting  to  deceive  ourselves 
simply  by  removing  the  markings. 

I  think  Shis  entire  matter  should  be 
looked  info  immediately,  because  we  do 
not  wish  to  be  furnishing  these  goods  for 
these  purposes.  V 

.  Mr.  IpES.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
join  in/the  discussion  of  this  matter.  I 
gather/from  what  the  chairman  of  the 
Appropriations  Committee  has 'said  that 
he  13*  going  to  look  into  the  matter 
through  his  committte,  without  delay.  I 
hop3>  he  does  so,  and  I  hope  tlie  com- 
mitfee  will  obtain  the  full  facts. 

Jt  seems  to  me  that  it  does  very  little 
gqbd  to  lift  the  arms  embargo  unless  the 
other  situation  ceases.  It  must  be 
stopped.  Of  course  our  arms  embargo 
piould  be  lifted  while  this  condition  of 
/war  continues.  But  if  this  other  activity 
*  continues— and  that  would  seem  to  be  the 
prospect  at  the  present  time — it  seems  to 
me  that  immediately  our  Government 
should  exercise  its  every  influence  to  have 
the  British  Government’s  apparent  pres- 
■SSktlMcY  popped," 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
APPROPRIATIONS,  1949 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  5883)  making  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  (exclusive  of  the  Farm  Credit  Ad¬ 
ministration)  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1949,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr  BROOKS.  Mr.  President,  the 
amendment  now  under  consideration  has 


to  do  with  increasing  the  $150,000,000 
item  for  the  program  for  conservation 
and  use  of  agricultural  land  resources. 
I  think  I  should  review,  for  the  benefit  of 
the  Senate,  the  history  of  this  matter  and 
how  this  $150,000,000  program  happened 
to  be  arrived  at: 

It  will  be  recalled  that  last  year  the 
House  of  Representatives,  acting  in  the 
middle  of  the  year,  cut  back  the  amount 
to  $165,000,000,  although  the  year  before 
the  law  provided  an  authorization  for  a 
$300,000,000  program.  At  the  time  the 
Plouse  made  that  reduction  in  the  middle 
of  the,  year,  it  also  delayed  any  authori¬ 
zation  for  the  year  for  which  this  $150,- 
000,000  is  provided. 

The  Senate  committee  first  raised  the 
amount  for  last  year  from  $165,000,000  to 
$258,000,000.  In  conference  we  found 
that  we  had  to  cut  it  back  to  $228,000,000. 
But  by  allowing  the  Department  to  use 
$37,000,000  which  it  had  in  surplus,  the 
total  was  raised  to  $265,000,000 — by  the 
effort  of  the  Senate  committee. 

We  were  told  by  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  that  it  would  much  prefer 
some  program  for  this  year  rather  than 
to  attempt  to  go  back  to  the%300,000,000 
program  of  last  year,  although  they  liked 
both  of  them.  It  was  through  the 
greatest  of  effort  that  we  arrived  at  the 
$150,000,000  program.  In  doing  so,  we 
wrote  into  the  law  a  provision  that  it 
was  to  be  limited  to  $500  payments,  which 
would  be  the  maximum  payments  to  any 
farm,  and  we  further  wrote  in  a  pro¬ 
vision  that  the  money  was  to  be  dis¬ 
tributed  according  to  need,  which  would 
result  in  a  more  equitable  distribution 
among  those  who  need  the  aid.  We 
further  provided  that  only  a  certain 
amount  could  be  taken  from  one  State  to 
another.  As  I  recall,  the  limitation  was 
15  percent,  in  connection  with  adjust¬ 
ing  the  needs  between  the  States. 
Everyone  understood  that.  It  was  writ¬ 
ten  into  the  law,  and  the  programs  have 
been  let  or  laid  out  accordingly. 

Now  an  attempt  to  override  the  entire 
committee,  which  was  unanimous  in  re¬ 
gard  to  this  matter,  is  being  made.''  I 
hope  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  North  Carolina  will  be  rejected. 

Mr.  UMSTEAD.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Ball 
in  the  chair).  Does  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  yield  to  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  UMSTEAD.  As  I  understand  the 
Senator’s  statement,  last  year  both  the 
Senate  committee  and  the  Senate  took 
the  position  that  the  other  body  of  Con¬ 
gress  had  made  a  mistake  in  this  mat¬ 
ter — as  is  evidenced  by  the  action  of  the 
Senate  in  increasing  the  amount  then 
and  in  making  provision  for  $150,000,000 
for  this  year. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Let  me  correct  the 
Senator.  We  said  the  House  made  a  mis¬ 
take  because  it  authorized  nothing.  The 
House  did  not  authorize  any  program 
at  all.  We  said  that  was  a  mistake.  We 
finally  got  the  House  to  agree  with  us 
that  a  $150,000,000  program  should  be 
authorized. 

Mr.  UMSTEAD.  Since  that  time,  the 
House  of  Representatives  has  provided, 
in  this  bill,  an  authorization  for  next 


year,  for  a  program  of  $225,000,000,  has 
it  not? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Yes. 

Mr.  UMSTEAD.  Then  has  not  the 
House  itself  admitted  that  it  made  an 
error  last  year? 

Afr.  BROOKS.  I  cannot  determine 
that  simply  by  means  of  observing  what 
the  House  has  done. 

Mr.  UMSTEAD.  Is  there  any  better 
way  of  determining  that  the  House  has 
made  an  error  than  by  observing  what 
the  House  has  done  in  that  respect? 

Mr.  EROOKS.  The  Senator  will  have 
to  draw  his  own  conclusions  in  that 
regard.  • 

Mr.  UMSTEAD.  I  hope  the  Senator' 
from  Illinois  will  draw  the  obvious  con¬ 
clusion. 

In  view  of  the  interest  of  the  Senator’s 
committee  and  in  view  of  the  Senate’s 
interest  in  this  matter  and  the  recogni¬ 
tion  of  the  importance  of  this  program, 
and  in  view  of  what  both  branches  of 
Congress  did  about  last  year’s  program 
and  what  the  Senate  was  finally  able  to 
do  about  this  year’s  program,  does  not 
the  Senator  agree  that  the  Senate  should 
go  all  the  way  by  correcting  all  the  errors 
the  other  body  of  Congress  made,  in¬ 
stead  of  simply  stopping  a  little  past  the 
halfway  mark? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  President,  I  shall 
not  discuss  what  was  the  halfway  mark. 

We  faced  a  condition  last  year.  I  took 
the  position  then  that  when  the  Congress 
has  authorized  a  program  the  Congress 
has  a  moral  obligation  and  responsibility 
to  stand  by  that  program.  So  I  did  my 
level  best  to  get  the  Congress  to  stand 
by  the  $300,000,000  according  to  the 
program. 

We  finally  got  the  amount  up  to  $267,- 
000,000,  and  last  year  we  wrote  in  a  pro¬ 
vision  for  a  $150,000,000  program  for  this 
year.  That  is  what  I  think  we  should 
insist  upon  now. 

Mr.  UMSTEAD.  Mr.  President,  I  ap¬ 
preciate  the  Senator’s  splendid  efforts, 
and  I  agree  with.the  program  as  it  is,  as 
far  as  it  goes.  But  if  the  Senator  feels 
that  the  program  is  as  important  as  he 
felt  it  was  last  year,  then  why  is  it  that 
the  Senator  cannot  go  along  with  the 
logical  conclusion?.  If  $265,000,000  was 
necessary  and  useful  and  helpful  for  last 
year,  and  if  $225,000,000  is  satisfactory 
for  next  year,  then  why  is  it  that  the  Sen¬ 
ator  cannot  go  along  on  the  proposition 
that  $250,000,000  is  needed  for  this  year? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  President,  I  an-- 
swer  the  Senator  by  stating  that  I  believe 
we  should  keep  our  word  to  the  country. 

I  believe  in  the  program.  I  believe  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  and  the  vari¬ 
ous  farm  organizations  when  they  state 
that  the  program  is  the  thing  that  must 
be  kept  alive  with  the  committees.  Inas¬ 
much  as  they  have  come  in  with  the 
$300,000,000  program,  I  believe  we  should 
live  up  to  our  commitment.  I  was  in  the 
Congress  when  we  voted  that  program.' 

I  am  willing  to  live  up  to  any  commitment 
we  make  along  that  line. 

But  we  were  not  able  to  secure  that 
entire  amount.  We  were  able  to  secure 
$267,000,000  of  the  $300,000,000  program. 

I  believe  we  should  keep  the  program 
alive.  We  did  the  best  we  could.  We 
have  provided  for  a  $750  limitation  as  a 
maximum  for  each  farm,  and  we  have 
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provided  for  a  $150,000,000  program. 
We  limited  its  distribution  according  to 
need.  We  limited  the  amount  that  could 
be  taken  from  one  State  to  another.  So 
we  made  the  rules,  and  they  were  firmly 
fixed.  They  call  for  $150,000,000.  I  am 
going  to  stand  by  the  $150,000,000.  I 
agree  that  the  $225,000,000  is  not  too 
much  to  commit  for  next  year,  and  when 
it  comes  to  the  Senate,  I  shall  stand  by 
the  $225,000,000.  But  I  believe  it  is  more 
important  to  keep  the  word  of  the  Con¬ 
gress  with  the  farmers  and  to  save  their 
program  than  it  is  to  be  changing  the 
rules  in  the  middle  of  the  game  all  the 
time.  That  is  why  I  say  I  am  going  to 
stand — and  I  ask  the  Senatpr  to  stand — 
by  the  commitment  we  made.  I  asked 
him  to  do  it  last  year,  and  I  shall  ask  him 
to  do  it  now,  and  when  we  make  our  com¬ 
mitment  for  next  year,  I  shall  be  stand¬ 
ing  here,  asking  him  to  stand  by  it. 

Mr.  UMSTEAD.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  UMSTEAD. '  I  certainly  agree  with 
the  Senator  that  Congress  ought  to  abide 
by  its  commitments,  and  I  so  stated  when 
last  year’s  bill  was  under  consideration  by 
this  body.  But,  of  course,  it  is  true,  is  it 
not,  that  the  $150,000,000  authorized  last 
year  for  the  current  fiscal  year  is  not  the 
final  amount  which  the  Congress  can  pro¬ 
vide?  It  would  not  violate  any  agree^ 
ment  if  the  Congress,  now,  in  the  middle 
of  the  year  for  which  benefit  payments 
are  made,  should  increase  that  amount. 
To  lessen  the  amount  would  be  a  viola¬ 
tion  of  the  contract  of  Congress.  But 
certainly  the  Senator  does  not  mean  to 
infer  it  would  be  a  violation  of  anything 
Congress  did  last  year  to  increase  the 
amount  in  the  pending  bill  from  $150,- 
000,000  to  $250,000,000. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  When  last  year’s  appro¬ 
priation  was  cut  to  $150,000,000, 1  do  not 
think  anybody  in  the  Senate  was  more 
disappointed  than  I.  I  felt  the  amount 
was  inadequate  to  meet  the  need.  I  felt 
that,  as  a  result  of  the  cut,  there  would 
be  fewer  farmers,  particularly  small  ones, 
participating  in  the  soil-improvement 
program.  Subsequent  events  have  shown 
that  my  fears  at  that  time  were  fully 
justified.  -  N 

However,  the  fact  is  that  this  year’s 
soil-improvement  program  is  well  under 
way.  Most  of  the  farmers  of  the  coun¬ 
try  were  under  contract  months  ago. 
Most  of  the  material  they  have  bought 
with  the  funds  allocated  to  them  has 
been  delivered,  and  I  think  most  of  it 
has  already  been  applied  to  the  land. 

If  the  amount  of  the  appropriation  is 
increased  now  it  means  that  committees 
throughout  the  United  States  will  again 
have  to  canvass  all  the  farmers,  asking 
them  if  they  can  do  a  little  more  soil- 
improvement  work  for  a  little  more 
money.  In  certain  parts  of  the  country 
it  might  be  possible  for  them  to  do  that, 
but  there  are  large  areas  of  the  United 
States  where  the  soil-improvement  sea¬ 
son  is  practically  over  so  far  as  the  de¬ 
livery  and  application  of  materials  is 
concerned.  The  farmers  would  not  be 
able  to  participate  in  any  further  appro¬ 


priation  of  funds,  and  would  therefore 
be  penalized. 

I  again  say  that  the  amount  of  $150,- 
000,000  was  not  enough  to  meet  the 
needs.  But  I  think  now  we  ought  to  look 
forward  to  next  year’s  program,  in  which 
all  the  farmers  of  the  United  States  can 
participate.  I  am  gratified  to  see  that 
the  amount  in  the  appropriation  bill  is 
$225,000,000.  I  wish  it  could  be  more. 
I  still  would  like  to  see  it  made  at  least 
$250,000,000.  But  as  for  this  year’s  pro¬ 
gram,  let  us  not  open  that  up  again,  par¬ 
ticularly  in  this  election  year,  or  all  the 
Members  that  are  up  for  reelection  at 
least  will  be  accused  of  voting  for  it  in 
the  hopes  of  getting  the  farmers’  votes, 
and  we  do  not  want  that  to  happen — not 
in  this  body.  Of  course  we  all  know 
that  would  not  be  so,  but  we  perhaps 
could  not  convince  the  public  it  was  not. 
So  I  suggest  we  let  this  year’s  program 
alone,  inadequate  though  it  may  be,  and 
concentrate  on  better  programs  for  the 
future. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  submitted  by  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina. 

Mr.  UMSTEAD.  Mr.  President,  on 
this  question  I  request  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and 
the  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr.  Buck]  is 
necessarily  absent  and  is  paired  with 
the  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr. 
[O’Mahoney].  If  present  and  voting, 
the  Senator  from  Delaware  would  vote 
“nay,”  and  the  Senator  from  Wyoming 
would  vote  “yea.” 

The  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr. 
Hawkes]  is  necessarily  absent  and  is 
paired  with  the  Senator  from  California 
[Mr.  Downey].  If  present  and  voting, 
the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  would  vote 
“nay,”  and  the  Senator  from  California 
would  vote  “yea.” 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Jen- 
ner]  is  necessarily  absent  and  is  paired 
with  the  Senator  from  Rhode  Island 
[Mr.  Green],  If  present  and  voting,  the 
Senator  from  Indiana  would  vote  “nay,” 
and  the  Senator  from  Rhode  Island 
would  vote  “yea.” 

The  junior  Senator  from  Pennsylvania 
[Mr.  Martin]  is  absent  on  official  State 
business  and  is  paired  with  the  senior 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Myers]. 
If  present  and  voting,  the  junior  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Martin]  would 
vote  “nay,”  and  the  senior  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Myers]  would  vote 
“yea." 

The  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr. 
Smith]  is  necessarily  absent  and  is  paired 
with  the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr. 
Murray].  If  present  and  voting,  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  would  vote 
“nay,”  and  the  Senator  from  Montana 
would  vote  “yea.” 

The  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Taft] 
is  necessarily  absent  and  is  paired  with 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr. 
MaybankL  If  present  and  voting,  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  would  vote  “nay,”  and 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  would 
vote  “yea.” 

The  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bricker] 
is  necessarily  absent.  If  present  and 


voting,  the  Senator  from  Ohio  would  vote 
“nay.” 

The  Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr. 
Bushfield],  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
[Mr.  Flanders],  the  Senator  from  Wis¬ 
consin  [Mr.  McCarthy],  and  the  Senator 
from  Utah  [Mr.  Watkins]  are  necessarily 
absent. 

The  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr. 
Robertson]  is  absent  on  official  busi¬ 
ness. 

The  Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr. 
Lancer],  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
[Mr.  Moore],  the  Senator  from  Kansas 
EMr.  Reed]  ,  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  [Mr.  Tobey],  and  the  Senator  from 
Iowa  [Mr.  Wilson]  are  unavoidably  de¬ 
tained. 

The  Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  White] 
is  absent  because  of  illness. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  announce  that  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  May- 
bank],  the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr. 
Murray],  and  the  Senator  from  Texas 
[Mr.  ODaniel]  are  absent  by  leave  of 
the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
Myers]  and  the  Senator  from  Wyoming 
[Mr.  O’Mahoney]  are  absent  on  public 
business. 

The  Senators  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd 
.and  Mr.  Robertson]  are  absent  on  official 
business. 

The  Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr. 
Chavez]  is  absent  because  of  a  death  in 
his  family. 

The  Senator  from  California  [Mr. 
Downey],  the  Senator  from  Rhode  Is¬ 
land  [Mr.  Green],  the  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
vada  [Mr.  McCarran],  the  Senators 
from  Maryland  [Mr.  Tydings  and  Mr. 
O’Conor],  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
Taylor],  and  the  Senator  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Wagner]  are  necessarily  ab¬ 
sent. 

On  this  vote  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  [Mr.  Maybank]  is  paired  with 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Taft],  If 
present  and  'voting,  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  would  vote  “yea,"  and  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  would  vote  “nay.” 

The  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Mur¬ 
ray]  is  paired  on  this  vote  with  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Smith].  If 
present  and  voting,  the  Senator  from 
Montana  would  vote  “yea,”  and  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  New  Jersey  would  vote  “nay.” 

On  this  vote  the  senior  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Myers]  is  paired 
with  the  junior  Senator  from  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  [Mr.  Martin],  If  present  and  vot¬ 
ing,  the  senior  Senator  from  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  would  vote  “yea,”  and  the  junior 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  would  vote 
“nay.” 

The  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr. 
O’Mahoney]  is  paired  on  this  vote  with 
the  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr.  Buck]. 
If  present  and  voting,  the  Senator  from 
Wyoming  would  vote  “yea,”  and  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Delaware  would  vote  “nay.” 

On  this  vote  the  Senator  from  Cali¬ 
fornia  [Mr.  Downey]  is  paired  with  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Hawkes], 
If  present  and  voting,  the  Senator  from 
California  would  vote  “yea,”  and  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  New  Jersey  would  vote  “nay." 

The  Senator  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr. 
Green]  is  paired  on  this  vote  with  the 
Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  JennerL  If 
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present  and  voting,  the  Senator  from 
Rhode  Island  would  vote  “yea,”  and  the 
Senator  from  Indiana  would  vote  “nay.” 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  28, 
nays  34,  as  follows: 

YEAS— 28 


Barkley 

Holland 

Pepper 

Connally 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Russell 

Eastland 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Sparkman 

Ellender 

Kilgore 

Stennis 

Fulbright 

Lucas 

Stewart 

George 

McClellan 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Hatch 

McFarland 

Thomas,  Utah 

Hayden. 

McGrath 

Umstead 

Hill 

McMahon 

Hoey 

Magnuson 

NAYS— 34 

Aiken 

Donnell 

Minikin 

Baldwin 

Dworshak 

Morse 

Ball 

Ecton 

Revercomb 

Brewster 

Ferguson 

Saltonstall 

Bridges 

Gurney 

Thye 

Brooks 

Hickenlooper 

Vandenberg 

Butler 

Ives 

Wherry 

Cain  • 

Kem 

Wiley 

Capehart 

Knowland 

Williams 

Capper 

Lodge 

Young 

Cooper 

McKellar 

Cordon 

Malone 

NOT  VOTING— 

33 

Bricker 

McCarran 

Robertson,  Va. 

Buck 

McCarthy 

Robertson,  Wyo. 

Bushfield 

Martin 

Smith 

Byrd 

Maybank 

Taft 

Chavez 

Moore 

Taylor 

Downey 

Murray 

Tobey 

Flanders 

Myers 

Tydings 

Green 

O’Conor 

Wagner 

Hawkes 

O’Daniel 

Watkins 

Jenner 

O’Mahoney 

White 

Langer 

Reed 

Wilson 

So  Mr.  Umstead’s  amendment  was  re- 
j  ected 

Mr.  STEWART.  Mr.  President,  I  of¬ 
fer  the  amendment  which  I  send  to  the 
desk  and  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  52,  line  15, 
it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  “$65,000,000” 
and  to  insert  “$100,000,000.” 

Mr.  STEWART.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
that  the  amendment  lie  on  the  table 
until  Monday. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  earlier 
in  the  day  an  amendment  was  offered  on 
page  58  of  the  bill.  I  requested  that  it 
go  over  until  Monday  because  I  desired  to 
speak  on  the  matter  before  consenting  to 
the  amendment.  I  wish  to  say  that  I  am 
convinced  in  my  own  mind  that  the  sum 
is  inadequate  and  should  be  increased. 
I  shall  not  ask  that  the  amendment  go 
over,  because  it  may  be  possible  to  cor¬ 
rect  it  if  experience  shows  the  amount  to 
be  inadequate  before  this  Congress  shall 
adjourn.  Therefore,  I  withdraw  my  ob¬ 
jection  to  the  consideration  of  the 
amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  58,  line  18, 
it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  “$5,000,000” 
and  insert  “$5,450,000.” 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  I  offer 
the  amendment,  which  I  send  to  the  desK 
and  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota. 


The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  63,  at  the 
end  of  line  14,  after  the  word  “news¬ 
papers.”,  it  is  proposed  to  change  the 
period  to  a  comma  and  to  add  the  follow¬ 
ing:  “together  with  the  unobligated  bal¬ 
ance  of  the  appropriation  for  this  pur¬ 
pose  for  fiscal  year  1948  which  shall  be 
available  to  complete  the  orderly  liqui¬ 
dation  of  the  1947  and  prior  crop-year 
programs.” 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  speak  with  reference  to  that 
amendment.  I  think  it  can  be  accepted, 
but  I  should  like  to  have  it  go  over.  It  is 
a  short  amendment.  I  do  not  think  there 
is  much  controversy  with  regard  to  it. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With¬ 
out  objection,  the  amendment  will  go 
over. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  also  understand  that 
an  amendment  will  be  offered  by  the  act¬ 
ing  majority  leader,  and  I  should  like  to 
have  it  go  over  also. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  send 
to  the  desk  an  amendment,  which  I  ask 
to  have  printed  and  lie  on  the  table. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska  will  be  printed 
and  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  I  under¬ 
stand  that  it  is  not  expected  that  there 
will-  be  a  final  vote  on  the  bill  tonight. 
Is  that  correct? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  cannot  answer  that  question. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  as  al¬ 
ready  agreed  late  in  the  session  on  yes¬ 
terday,  the  Russell  amendment  and  an¬ 
other  controversial  amendment  were  to 
be  carried  over  until  Monday.  Two  or 
three  other  amendments  will  also  come 
up.  There  will  be  no  final  vote  on  the 
bill  until  the  debate  is  concluded  on  Mon¬ 
day.  We  hope  to  finish  the  debate  at  an 
early  hour  and  proceed  with  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  displaced  persons  bill.  I 
should  like  to  say  to  the  members  of  the 
Senate  once  again,  as  I  announced  at  the 
beginning  of  today’s  session,  that  yester¬ 
day  unanimous  consent  was  granted  to 
call  the  calendar  of  unobjected  to  bills 
when  the  Senate  convenes  on  Monday  at 
noon.  That  will  come  ahead  of  the  agri¬ 
culture  appropriation  bill. 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  thank  the  Senator  for 
that  information. 

I  desire  to  submit  an  amendment  on 
page  40.  I  presume  the  amendment  on 
that  page  was  acted  on  today.  I  was  not 
present.  I  got  off  the  train  only  a  few 
moments  ago.  If  the  Senate  agreed  to 
the  sum  of  $1,125,000  for  forest-products 
experiments,  and  so  forth,  I  wish  to  sub¬ 
mit  an  amendment  to  increase  that 
amount  to  $1,250,000. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
committee  amendment  has  been  adopt¬ 
ed  and  the  action  taken  will  have  to  be 
reconsidered  before  the  Senator  can  of¬ 
fer  his  amendment. 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent,  Mr.  President,  to  reconsider  the 
vote  on  that  amendment.  I  am  not  ask¬ 
ing  it  for  the  benefit  of  my  State  alone; 

I  am  asking  it  for  the  benefit  of  the  Na¬ 


tion.  The  amount  involved  is  small.  The 
amount  now  provided  would  mean  the 
laying  off  of  persons  connected  with  the 
Forest  Products  Laboratory  in  Ashe¬ 
ville,  New  Orleans,  Missoula,  Portland, 

ny»/4  "Dprlrplpy 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
-  objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  President,  reserv¬ 
ing  the  right  to  object,  I  may  say  that 
of  course  the  Senator  appeared  before 
the  committee,  where  he  made  a  very 
forceful  statement  which  was  completely 
considered.  Half  of  what  the  Senator 
asked  for  was  obtained.  I  do  not  like  to 
object  to  reconsideration  of  the  vote  by 
which  the  amendment  was  agreed  to,  but 
I  ask  him  to  withhold  his  request  for  re¬ 
consideration  until  Monday,  until  I  can 
talk  the  matter  over  with  him. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Objec¬ 
tion isheard. _ _  , 

EXECUTIVE  SESSION 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senate  having  concluded  consideration 
of  all  the  committee  amendments  to  the 
appropriation  bill,  and  other  amend¬ 
ments  which  can  be  acted  upon  today, 

I  now  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to 
the  consideration  of  executive  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and’  the 
.  Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration 
of  executive  business. 

EXECUTIVE  MESSAGES  REFERRED 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Ball 
in  the  chair)  laid  before  the  Seriate  mes¬ 
sages  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States  submitting  several  nominations, 
which  were  referred  to  the/Committee 
on  the  Judieiary. 

(For  nominations  this  day  received,  see 
the  end  of  Senate  proceedings.) 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
that  the  treaty  on  the  Executive  Cal¬ 
endar  be  passediover.  / 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With-, 
out  objection,  the  treaty  will  be  passed 
over.  The  clerk  will  proceed  to  state  the 
nominations  on  the.  Executive  Calendar. 

UNITED  RATIONS 
' 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  Henry  F.  Grady  to  be  representative 
of  the  United  States  of  America  in  the 
Economic  Commission  for  Asia  and  the 
Far  East  established  by  the  Economic 
and  Social  Council  of  the  United  Nations. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  nomination  is  confirmed. 

DIPLOMATIC  AND  FOREIGN  SERVICE 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  Robert  Butler  to  be  Ambassador  Ex¬ 
traordinary  and  Plenipotentiary  of  the  " 
United  States  of  America  to  Cuba. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  ^Without 
objection,  the  nomination  is  confirmed. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  Ralph  H.  Ackerman  to  he  Ambassador 
Extraordinary  and  Plenipotentiary  of  the 
United  States  of  America  to  the  Doqiini- 
can  Republic. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  nomination  is  confirmed, 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  the  other  nominations  in  the 
Diplomatic  and  Foreign  Service  be  con¬ 
firmed  en  bloc. 
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HIGHLIGHTS:  Senate  debated  agricultural  appropriation  bill/  Sena.tc  received  Brannar. 

nomination.  House  committees  reported  bills  to  provide  fiur  control  of  cattle  grubs, 
to  change  base  period  for  M<K  tobacco,  to  request  USDAyto  prevent  crop  damage  from 
2«4~p,  to  continue  certain  allocation  and  o:qport -import  control  powers,  and  to  con¬ 
tinue  trade— agreement s  author ity^f or  1  year.  Hep.  Robertson  criticised  Wheat  Agree¬ 
ment  • 


NSEHATE/ 


1.  AGRICULTURAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL.  Continued  debate  on  this  bill,  H.  R.  5383  (pp« 

6478-94). 


Agreed  to  the  following  amendments: 

By  Sen.  Young,  N>  Bak. ,  to  permit  use  of  unobligated  FCIC  a;opr our iat ions  to 
liquidate  the  previous  program  (p.  6478). 

By  Sen.  Russell,  Ga. ,  to  increase  the  1949  AGP  authorization  to  $300,000,000, 
by  a  4l-3G  vote  (pp.  6473-92). 

By  Sen.  Magnuson,  Wash.,  to  authorize  the  Secretary  to  authorize  BACC  to  re¬ 
enter  an  area  or  region  where  an  economic  emergency  or  production  disaster 
has  occurred  (pp.  6492-4). 

By  Sen.  Wherry,  Nebr.,  to  provide  that  $2,070,500  of  the  flood-control  item 
shall  be  available  for  preliminary  examinations  and  surveys  (p.  5494). 


MW— muiu 1  I  "'iin.in— I— iw  .  •  'X'  - 

2.  NOMINATION.  Rdfe ived  the  nomination  of  Charles  F.  Brannan  to  bSySccrctary  of  Ag- 
•  ri culture  (u*  65OO)* 

3*  TREASURY-pC  ST  OFFICE  APPROPRIATION  BILL*  The  Appropriations  Conr.ittcHL  :  reported 
this  bi4l,  H..R.  5770,  with  amendments  (S.  Rept.  1339)(p,  6472). 

4.  .FOREST  LANDS.  The  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee  report-, ed  with  am^dnent 
,,1243,  which  provides  for  payment  of  revenues  of  certain  lands  int°  the  tribal 
r.- Lunds,  of  the  Confederated  Tribes  of  the  Warm  Springs  Reservation,  Oreg.,  wir* 
these  lands  being. in  the  Mt.  Hood  National  Forest  (S«  Rept.  139l)\P*  6472). 


5*  RECLAMATION.  Passed  as  reported  S.  .1445,  granting  consent  to  Idaho  and  Wyo.  t 
\  enter  into  a  compact  for  division  of  Snake  River  waters  (p.  6450). 


Passed  without  amendment  H.  R.  3731.  authorizing  modifications^  in  th e /re¬ 
payment  contracts  with  the  Lower  Yellowstone  Irrigation  Districts  1  and  2J  in  ‘ 
iipu  of  S.  1386,  which  was  then  indefinitely  postponed  (pp»  64-50-1)*  This  Will 
will,  now  "be  sent  to  the  President*  .  / 


6.  PERSOlffifci  SERVICES*  Pa.ssed  without  amendment  H«  R«  4426,  providing  Misic 

authorilv  for  certain  functions  of  the  Weather  Bureau,  including  ^provision 
authorizi)ig  the  use  cf  its  apj^ropriat ions  for  furnishing  to  its  employees,  and: 
other  ‘Gov  erment  employees,  outside  •  continental  U.  S*,  free  medial  service, 
commissary  service,  messing  facilities,  certain  recreational  facilities,  a.nd 
quarters  (p.  This  hill  will'  no w  he  sent  to  the  Preside 


rent# 


7*  BUILDINGS  AND  GROwNDSo  Passed  without  amendment  H0  J.  Re&^38l»  to  provide- for 
the  quartering,  iiAGovernment  •  buildings  in  D«  Ca,  of  troops  participating  in 
the  ‘  inaugural  ceremonies  in- 1549  -  (p*  ■  6468^  -  -This  MmCrin  now  bn  snnf.  +.n  tv 
President, 


S.  BILLS  PASSED  OVER  include'!  the  following: 

S.  5^2,  to  provide  for  payments  in- lieu  of  taxes J&n  national— forest  lands  (p* 

•  p  6449) ,  at  the  request  of\Sen.  Gordon,  Oreg*^v/ho  said  he  •  intended  to  offer 
an  amendment* 

S»  231S,  the  long-range  farm  -^upgram  hill,  a^T  the  request  of  Sen*  Aiken,  Vt* , 
who  said,  "I  should  like  to  gecit  passed  immediately,  without  objection, 
hut  I  realize  that  it  is  not  possible  po  do  that"  (p.  6456)? 

S,  5S0,  to  transfer  certain  O&C  la  Ms  fr«$m  the  Eorest  Service  to  Interior,  at, 
the  request  of  Sen*  Lucas,  Ill* ,  said  he  understood  Sen*  Chavez  objected 
to  it  (p.  6471). 


I0USI 


9»  EMERGENCY  POWERS.  The  Banking  & hd  Currency^Domnittee  reported  without  an  endne  ill 

H.R*  0659.  lo  continue  for  a^onporary  period  certain  emergency  powers  of  the  I 
President  under  the  Second  decontrol  Act  of  1^+7  (iLRept,  2022)  (p*  6533). 

M  \ 

10*  CATTLE  GRUBS*  The  Agriculture  Committee  roporte'd/Wthout  amendment  .II. R.  1043, 
authorizing  additional jjf<z search  and  investigation  'i^nto  problems  and  methods  re¬ 
lating  to  the  eradication  of  cattle  grubs  (H.Rept.  lk)20).  (p#  6533) 

M 


11*  T/®ED  KILLER,  The  Agriculture  Committee  reported  without* amendment  E,  Res.  452, 
x eques oing  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  take  action  t^L^o^s^ont  damage  to 
valuable  crops  d  a  result  of  the  use  of  the  weed  killer,  Sg. 4-D  (H.Rent.  202l) 

.  :(p.  6533). 


12.  FOREIGN  TRADE,  The  Ways  and  Means  Committee  reported  without  amendment  H.R* 

6556,:  to  extend  the  Reciprocal  Trade  Agreement's  Act  to  June  30,  ' 1949  (H.Remt*.  . 
2009)  (p*.  6533)i  ond  the  Rules  Committee  re-ported  a  resolution  fo^  the  consid- 
.  eratiopfbf  this  bill  (pp.  6527,  6533)* 

13*  TOBACCO.  The  Agriculture  Commit  tea  reported  with  amendments,  H.R*  511l\to 

change  from  Aug*  1919  to  July  1929*  to  the  -period  from  Jan*  1936  to  DecW  1945, 
the  base  period  for  the  determination' of  parity  for  Maryland  tobacco  (H.lfcot. 
,,2023)  (p.  6533).  '  •  \ 

.  .The  Rules  Committee  reported  a  resolution  for  consideration  of  H.R.  5$*§,  j 
±0  assist  the  States  in  collection  of  cigarette,  taxes  (pp*  6501-2,  6533). 
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fund  on  Monday,  April  12,  1948,  I  included 
the  following  remark: 

“In  my  resolution  (the  resolution  I  moved 
adoption  of  as  a  tentative  agreement  to  set¬ 
tle  the  so-called  pension  dispute  and  which 
resolution  was  adopted  by  majority  vote  of 
the  trustees)  I  make  no  attempt  to  finally 
settle  the  questions  involving  legal  or  actu¬ 
arial  matter"^.  In  the  weeks  ahead  I  shall 
avail  myself  of  expert  advice  in  both  these 
fields.” 

At  the  time  of  my  statement,  April  12,  1948, 

I  was  of  the  opinrpn  that  the  cost  of  the 
actuarial  study  contemplated  could  be  a 
proper  charge  againstVlie  1947  fund.  1  am 
still  of  that  opinion.  Sj.it  I  have  been  ad¬ 
vised  by  competent  counsel  that  because  of 
the  suit  filed  in  the  Unit®}  States  District 
Court  for  the  District  of  Cotembia  on  April 
21,  1948,  by  Trustee  Van  H  or  rite  gainst  Trus¬ 
tees  Lewis  and  Bridges  which,  ten  ong  other 
things,  seeks  to  establish  persoi&l  liability 
upon  Trustees  Lewis  and  Bridges  ler  charges 
against  the  1947  fund  pending  thW  deter¬ 
mination  of  this  action  at  law,  I  shouNi  have 
the  authority  of  a  unanimous  vote  cnkthe 
trustees  before  accepting  actuarial  aaVfcce 
as  a  charge  against  the  1947  fund.  I  there¬ 
fore  have  concluded  that  I  shall  not  invite  in* 
dependent  and  expert  advice  on  actuarial1 
questions  involving  my  duties  as  trustee  of 
the  1947  fund  while  Trustee  Van  Horn’s  suit  is 
pending  unless  the  trustees  unanimously 
agree  that  the  cost  of  such  independent  and 
expert  advice  shall  be  borne  by  the  1947  fund 
and  that  there  shall  be  no  personal  liability 
upon  the  trustees  for  such  cost. 

In  view  of  this  conflict  of  opinion  and  the 
responsibility  which  is  mine  as  third  or 
impartial  trustee,  I  consider  it  completely 
essential  that  in  working  toward  a  perma¬ 
nent  agreement  regarding  the  so-called  pen¬ 
sion  dispute  X  should  have  the  benefit  of  in¬ 
dependent,  expert  actuarial  advice.  I  am  not 
in  a  position  to  personally  bear  the  cost  of 
such  advice.  In  view  of  the  competent  coun¬ 
sel  I  have  received  with  reference  to  the 
possible  effect  of  the  suit  filed  by  Trustee 
Van  Horn,  I  do  not  intend  to  seek  independ¬ 
ent,  expert  advice  without  the  assurance  of 
a  unanimous  vote  of  the  trustees  that  the 
cost  will  be  borne  by  the  1947  fund  and  that 
the  cost  will  place  no  personal  liability  what¬ 
soever  upon  the  trustees. 

Therefore,  the  purpose  of  this  letter  is  to 
invite  such  unanimous  action  by  the  trustees 
in  order  that  I  may  prooeed  with  my  duties 
in  a  constructive  way  with  a  view  to  making 
to  the  trustees  those  suggestions  which  could 
be  the  basis  for  a  permanent  agreement  re¬ 
garding  the  conduct  and  use  of  the  1947 
fund. 

I  hope  that  I  may  have  early  word  from  yoij 
that  I  may  expect  your  favorable  actio 
upon  my  request  at  the  next  meetin^of 
the  trustees. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  It  is  incrediblyto  me 
that  even  men  completely  famijfar  with 
the  facts  of  the  pension  disunite  even 
some  men  personally  familiar  with  the 
very  contract  they  signed  ap'd  which  was 
in  existence  as  a  result  ofrrheir  own  ne¬ 
gotiations  should  seek  ter  deny  the  terms 
of  that  contract  whicb'are  in  black  and 
white  for  all  to  see  anti  read.  Yet  that  is 
what  some  men  tyve  attempted  to  do. 
In  addition  some  often  occupying  high  po¬ 
sitions  of  publje  trust  who  themselves 
failed  to  bring  about  that  agreement 
which  would^rotect  the  public  welfare, 
have  deliberately  distorted  the  facts  that 
constitutor  the  settlement  of  the  pension 
dispute/It  has  been  suggested  that  some 
men  in  public  office  could  have  settled 
the  dispute  before  it  developed  to  the 
pofrit  where  the  welfare  of  the  Nation 
was  in  jeopardy  but  chose  rather  to  let  it 
intensify  with  the  purpose  of  gaining 


political  favor  thereby.  It  has  been  sug¬ 
gested  that  when  the  course  they  had  set 
was  abruptly  ended  by  the  action  in¬ 
itiated  by  the  Speaker  of  the  House,  their 
.  disappointment  left  them  without  the 
restraint  of  those  polite  inhibitions  which 
should  be  the  guide  for  men  in  high 
places.  Their  inhibitions  blanked  out  by 
their  disappointment  over  the  effective 
settlement  of  a  vital  national  problem, 
they  proceeded  to  distort  the  truth,  ap¬ 
parently  in  the  hope  that  such  a  distor¬ 
tion  would  injure  those  who  had  per¬ 
formed  a  public  service. 

In  some  instances  a  distortion  of  the 
truth  was  carried  through  the  country  by 
those  who  claim  that  they  are  impartial 
and  factual  observers  of  the  Washington 
scene.  The  words  of  one  such  carrier  so 
strongly  abuse  the  truth  that  I  want  to 
make  direct  reference  to  them  today. 

I  have  before  me  the  Kiplinger  Wash¬ 
ington  Letter  for  Saturday,  April  17, 
1948.  It  features  a  story  which  purports 
to  relate  the  facts  regarding  the  tenta¬ 
tive  proposal  settling  the  pension  dispute 
)ut  which  is  actually  a  political  smear 
the  cheapest  sort.  It  is  unworthy  of  a 
p indication  upon  which  many  sincere 
Amteican  people  would  like  to  depend  for 
trutnlul  accounts  of  happenings  inr  pur 
Nation^  Capital.  By  the  April  17','  1948, 
letter,  Ktolinger  goes  out  of  hiarway  to 
distort  thaTacts  and  to  do  a  gfave  dis¬ 
service  to  tSe  people  who  pay.  him  a  good 
price  in  the  Belief  that  he  ynll  tell  them 
the  truth-.  Thatis  typical>of  what  people 
all  over  the  NaScn  suffer  from  time  to 
time,  when  an  dteaijjzation  like  Kip- 
linger’s,  ostensibly  Atablished  to  give  the 
people  inside  informmion  as  to  what  is 
occurring  in  Washington,  proceeds  to  tell 
deliberate  lies  afl'd  falsehoods. 

I  have  had  cprrespondenfeewith  a  num¬ 
ber  of  subscribers  to  the  E^linger  let¬ 
ter.  TodayT  want  to  tell  thelSenate  and 
the  people  of  the  country  wlAt  I  have 
already/told  those  who  hav^  been 
thoughtful  enough  to  communicate  with 
me  regarding  Kiplinger’s  report  omthe 
pension  dispute  settlement.  Kiplinger’s 
story  in  his  April  17,  1948,  letter  regard 
lg  that  settlement  is  completely  falser 
rI  would  be  more  emphatic  with  reference 
to  it  except  for  my  desire  to  keep  within 
the  bounds  of  dignity. 

When  there  are  vital  problems  for 
which  the  national  welfare  and  security 
demand  settlement,  there  must  be  men  in 
public  life  with  courage  enough  to  tackle 
them.  We  are  living  in  a  time  when  the 
stability  and  the  security  of  free  peoples 
everywhere  are  in  critical  danger.  It 
follows  then  that  any  problem  which 
aggravates  that  danger  must  be  ap¬ 
proached  by  men  in  the  Government 
without  regard  to  political  considera¬ 
tions.  Such  a  problem  must  be 
approached  forthrightly  and  with  a  de¬ 
termined  will  to  find  that  settlement 
which  can  be  accepted  by  reasonable  men. 

Those  men  in  public  life  who  are  un¬ 
selfish  enough  to  put  aside  political  con¬ 
siderations  are  well  aware  when  they 
undertake  the  settlement  of  a  contro¬ 
versial  issue  that  they  are  subjecting 
themselves  to  criticism  from  men  who 
lack  courage  and  whose  tongues  are 
sometimes  warped.  I  have  been  in  pub¬ 
lic  life  long  enough  to  know  that  when 


one  succeeds  with  a  job  at  which  ethers 
have  failed,  bitter  criticism  must  be 
accepted  along  with  the  thanks  of  those 
who  are  sincere.  But  I  have  also  been  in 
public  life  long  enough  to  know  that  the 
settlement  of  vital  problems  requires 
action  as  well  as  talk.  Most  of  the  men 
who  have  done  most  of  the  talking  in 
criticism  of  a  settlement  which  the  public 
welfare  demands  are  the  .  same  men  who 
were  talking  before  the  settlement  was 
brought  about,  when /they  should  have 
been  engaged  in  action  in  the  public 
interest. 

I  conclude  with  a  brief  summary  of 
that  action  in  the  public  interest  initiated 
by  the  Speaker  of  the  House  and  pursued 
by  myself  to  the  settlement  of  the  coal 
miners’  pension  dispute. 

First.  The  proposal  I  made  to  the  trus¬ 
tees  of  the  1947  fund  for  the  settlement 
of  the  coal  miners’  pension  dispute  was 
tentative  and  accepted  on  a  tentative 
basis  by  a  majority  of  the  trustees.  It 
was  in  accord  with  the  agreement  made 
by  Mr.  Van  Horn  and  Mr.  Lewis  with  the 
Speaker  of  the  House.  Let  me  point  out 
here  that  the  operators  have  never  sug¬ 
gested  any  plan,  tentative  or  permanent, 
and  have  rejected  all  plans  suggested. 

Second.  It  is  a  fair  and  reasonable 
compromise  as  a  basis  for  the  activation 
of  a  firm  and  existing  contract  between 
the  coal  operators  and  the  coal  miners. 
In  their  contract  they  had  not  only  set 
the  pattern  for  a  miners’  pension  plan 
but  by  their  contract  they  created  the 
pension  program  itself.  Yet  not  $1  had 
been  disbursed  since  the  contract  dated 
July  1,  1947. 

Third.  My  tentative  proposal,  on  the 
basis  of  which  the  pension  fund  was  acti¬ 
vated  and  the  miners  returned  to  work, 
set  $100  as  the  monthly  pension  for  eligi¬ 
ble  miners.  It  is  a  sum  which  can  be 
changed  if  further  study  indicates  a 
change  is  favorable.  There  had  been  at 
one  time  unanimous  agreement  among 
the  three  trustees  that  this  was  a  reason¬ 
able  basis  for  the  actuarial  study.  My 
predecessor  as  the  neutral  trustee  had 
officially  suggested  a  monthly  pension 
of  $100  and  had  been  joined  in  that  sug¬ 
gestion  by  the  trustee  for  the  miners. 

Fourth.  My  tentative  proposal  in- 
clhded  62  years  as  the  eligible  age  for 
retirement.  That  too  can  be  changed  as 
studAmay  require  but,  in  my  opinion, 
it  is  a  reasonable  age  taking  into  consid¬ 
eration  the  hazards  and  the  toll  of  mining 
work.  \ 

Fifth.  M /tentative  proposal  made  the 
controlling  date  for  eligibility  for  pen¬ 
sions  May  28,  1846:  Under  the  terms  of 
the  tentative  agreement  this  point  ’can 
also  be  changed  as  study  may  require, 
but  at  least  on  a  tentative  basis  it  is  rea¬ 
sonable  to  make  the  controlling  date  the 
same  date  that  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  established  this  new  prec¬ 
edent  in  management-labor  relations. 
I  also  want  to  repeat  again  that  by  the 
acceptance  of  May  28,  1946,  as  the  con¬ 
trolling  date  many  thousands  who  would 
have  been  eligible  under  either  the  Lewis 
or  Murray  proposals  were  eliminated  to 
further  protect  the  solvency  of  the  fund. 

I  wanted  the  Senate  and  the  country 
to  have  this  factual  report  of  the  settle¬ 
ment  of  an  acute  dispute  which  was 
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jeopardizing  the  public  interest.  I  am 
satisfied  that  the  settlement  constituted 
an  urgently  needed  public  service  at  a 
time  when  the  problem  was  being  badly 
handled. 

I  appreciate,  know  Speaker  Mar¬ 

tin  does,  the  many  messages  from  thou¬ 
sands  of  citizens  throughput  the  country  j 
who  have  communicated^'ith  us  to  ex-  f 
press  their  thanks  for  a  reasonable  solu¬ 
tion  to  a  problem  which  they  recognized  i 
as  a  serious  threat  to  the  welfare  of  the  ? 
country.  ... 


DEPARTMENT  OP  AGRICULTURE 
APPROPRIATIONS,  1949 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  5833)  making  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  (exclusive  of  the  Farm  Credit 
Administration)  for  the  fiscal  year  end¬ 
ing  June  80,  1949,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Thye 
in  the  chair) .  The  question  is  on  agree¬ 
ing  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota  TMr.  YouncI. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  suggest  the  absence  of 
a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the 
following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names: 

Aiken 
Baldwin 
Ball 
Barkley 
Brewster 
Brlcker 
Bridges 
Brooks 
Butler 
Byrd 
Cain 

Capehart 
Capper 
Chavez 
Connally 
Cooper 
Cordon 
Donnell 
Downey 
Dwors-hak 
Eastland 
Ecton 
Ellender 
Feazel 
Ferguson 
Flanders 
Fulbright 
George 
Green 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Eighty- 
five  Senators  having  answered  to  their 
names,  a  quorum  is  present. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  the  ap¬ 
propriation  bill  of  last  year  contained 
some  language  relative  to  the  Federal 
Crop  Insurance  Corporation,  which  pro¬ 
vided  two  things:  First,  that  the  crop- 
insurance  program  would  be  reduced  to 
an  experimental  basis,  which  the  De¬ 
partment  has  now  accomplished;  sec¬ 
ondly,  that  the  old  crop-insurance  pro¬ 
gram  would  have  to  be  liquidated.  The 
head  of  the  crop-insurance  program 
came  to  me  last  week,  after  a  trip 
tIle.  West*  and  he  informed  me 
that  they  will  not  be  able  to  completely 
liquidate  the  program  during  the  speci¬ 
fied  period.  All  they  are  asking  in  this 
amendment  is  that  they  be  all-owed  to 

!.r°  nexfc  year,  and  without  any 
additional  funds,  to  liquidate  the  pro- 
gram  and  using  funds  now  appropriated 
for  this  purpose. 


Gurney 

Morse 

Hatch 

Myers 

Hawkes 

G 'Daniel 

Hayden 

O’Mahoney 

Hickenlcoper 

Pepper 

Hill 

Reed 

Hoey 

Revercomb 

Holland 

Robertson,  Va. 

Ives 

Russell 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Saltonstall 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Smith 

Kem 

Sparkman 

Kilgore 

Stennls 

Knowland 

Stewart 

Langer 

Taft 

Lodge 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Lucas 

Thomas,  Utah 

McCarthy 

Thye 

McClellan 

Tobey 

McFarland 

Ty  dings 

McGrath 

Vandenberg 

McKellar 

Wherry 

McMahon 

White 

Magnuson 

Wiley 

Malone 

Williams 

Martin 

Wilson 

Maybank 

Millikin 

Moore 

Young 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  President,  I  think 
there  will  be  no  objection  to  taking  the 
amendment  to  conference. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  [Mr.  Young]. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
is  now  open  to  further  amendment. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President - - 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  know 
of  no  one  who  is  more  gracious  in  yield¬ 
ing  than  the  Senator  from  Illinois,  but 
I  was  seeking  the  flood  for  the  purpose 
of  offering  an  amendment.  I  shall  offer 
an  amendment  when  I  obtain  the  floor 
in  my  own  right. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  yield;  and  if  so, 
to  whom? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  yield  the  floor  for 
the  purpose  of  having  the  next  amend¬ 
ment  called  up. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  desire 
to  call  up  an  amendment  and  have  it 
read. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Clerk  will  read  the  amendment. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  49,  lines  4 
and  5,  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  “$225,- 
000,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
“$300,000,000.” 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  the 
purpose  of  the  amendment  is  to  provide 
the  amount  of  the  budget  estimate  for 
the  soil-conservation  and  land-utilisation 
pregram  for  the  calendar  year  1949.  As 
all  Senators  are  aware,  each  agricultural 
appropriation  bill  contains  not  only  an 
appropriation  to  make  soil-conservation 
payments  for  the  year  in  which  the  bill 
is  passed,  but  authorizes  the  size  of  the 
program  for  the  coming  year. 

The  amount  proposed  in  the  amend¬ 
ment,  of  $300,000,000,  is  the  same  amount 
for  a  1949  conservation  program  as  was 
approved  by  the  President’s  budget  and 
submitted  to  the  Congress. 

The  House  of  Representatives  has  re- 
duced  the  budget  amount  by  $75,000,900. 
The  amendment  proposes  to  restore  that 
reduction. 

Mr.  President,  it  should  be  unnecessary 
for  a  Member  of  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  to  address  this  august  body  on  the 
importance  of  conserving  the  most  price¬ 
less  asset  of  this  country,  the  fertility  of 
our  soil.  The  fact  that  this  program 
bears  a  national  interest  and  that  the 
national  welfare  is  involved  was  recog¬ 
nized  many  years  ago.  It  has  been 
adopted  as  a  national  policy  that  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  should 
make  provision  for  a  cooperative  pro¬ 
gram  to  attempt  to  stop  the  vast  wastage 
of  the  fertility  of  our  soil.  The  necessity 
for  and  the  value  of  such  a  program  is 
admitted  by  all  intelligent  people.  It 
has  long  ceased  to  be  an  academic  ques¬ 
tion.  It  is  no  longer  even  debated  by 
high  schools.  Both  national  parties  in- 
eluded  in  their  campaign  platforms  of 
1944  strong  statements  in  support  of  a 
national  policy  of  soil  conservation  in 
cooperation  with  the  farmers,  dealing 
through  farmer-elected  State  and  local 


committees,  in  order  that  this  Nation 
might  not  go  the  way  of  most  civilizations 
of  the  past  and  be  confronted  with  the 
time  when  we  would' not  be  able  to  pro¬ 
duce  the  food  and  the  fiber  with  which 
to  feed  and  clothe  the  people  of  this 
country. 

Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  read  three 
brief  paragraphs  from  the  report  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  on  the  action 
of  the  House  in  reducing  this  estimate 
by  $75,000,000,  and  all  that  is  said  herein 
of  course  is  applicable  to  the  refusal  of 
the  Senate  committee  to  make  the  res¬ 
toration  of  that  amount.  I  read: 

The  reduction  of  the  authorization  for  an 
agricultural  conservation  program  in  the 
crop  year  1949  from  $300,000,000  as  requested 
in  the  budget,  to  $225,000,000,  as  provided  by 
the  House  bill,  will  seriously  impair  the  abil¬ 
ity  of  farmers  to  carry  out  the  necessary 
conservation  work  and  to  maintain  the  high 
production  required  by  the  world-wide  short¬ 
age  of  agricultural .  products.  The  effect  of 
this  reduction  will  be  to  hasten  the  erosion 
of  our  soil  and  increase  the  inroads  upon  its 
fertility.  The  outlook  for  world  supplies  for 
the  immediate  future  continues  to  point 
toward  the  starvation  and  near  starvation  of 
many  parts  of  the  world.  For  this  reason 
the  total  crop  goals  recommended  by  the 
Department  for  1948  call  for  continuation 
of  the  exceedingly  high  level  of  agricultural 
production  maintained  through  the  war  years 
and  sinoe. 

These  goals  are  too  high  from  the  stand¬ 
point  of  net  land  control  and  conservation, 
but  there  is  no  alternative.  It  is  imperative, 
however,  that  all  possible  measures  be  taken 
to  prevent  permanent  damage  to  the  land. 
We  cannot  afford  to  postpone  adoption  of 
the  most  desirable  practices  to  restore  a 
proper  balance  between  soil-conserving  and 
soil-depleting  crops.  Toward  that  end  the 
use  of  practices  which  will  contribute  toward 
production  and,  at  the  same  time,  protect 
the  soil,  must  be  increased.  The  agricultural 
conservation  program  contemplated  by  the 
authorization  recommended  in  the  budget  is 
an  integral  part  of  such  a  program. 

Mr.  President,  in  my  opinion,  one  of 
the  most  progressive  measures  which  has 
been  enacted  in  the  Congress,  looking  to 
the  future  welfare  of  America,  is  the 
soil -conservation  program.  It  was 
adopted  in  1936  and  was  maintained  by 
congressional  appropriations  in  an  ade¬ 
quate  fashion  until  last  year’s  appropria¬ 
tion  bill.  In  my  judgment,  it  has  amply 
justified  every  dollar  which  has  been 
expended  since  the  institution  of  the 
program.  During  the  war  years,  when 
we  were  confronted  with  unprecedented 
demands,  the  fact  that  we  had  taken 
even  this  small  step  forward  in  preserv¬ 
ing  this  priceless  asset  enabled  the  farm¬ 
ers  of  the  Nation  with  less  labor,  less 
fertilizer,  and  less  machinery  to  set  rec¬ 
ords  of  production  that  would  have  been 
impossible  of  achievement  before  the  in¬ 
auguration  of  the  soil-conservation  pro¬ 
gram.  The  demands  upon  the  American 
farmer  for  production  are  even  greater 
today  than  they  were  during  the  war 
years.  The  American  people  are  eating 
17  percent  more  food  today  than  they  ate 
in  the  period  1935  to  1939.  In  addition, 
there  are  more  mouths  to  feed  in  the 
Nation.  The  population  of  the  United 
States  increased  last  year  by  2,600,000 
persons.  There  are  heavier  demands 
from  overseas  than  ever  before.  Every 
shipload  of  food  that  leaves  our  shores 
on  its  way  to  Europe  carries  priceless 
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minerals  which  have  been  taken  from  our 
soil.  It  would  be  the  height  of  short¬ 
sightedness  not  to  undertake  to  restore 
those  minerals  in  order  that  we  may  con¬ 
tinue  to  produce  in  case  of  future  emer¬ 
gencies. 

I  take  it  to  be  undisputed  that  every 
segment  of  our  population,  whether  in 
the  cities  or  on  the  farms,  whether  work¬ 
ing  in  an  industrial  plant  or  behind  a 
plow,  has  a  vital  stake  in  the  preserva¬ 
tion  of  our  soil  and  water  resources. 
We  must?  not  only  have  adequate  sup¬ 
plies  of  food  and  fiber  for  the  future,  but 
we  must  recognize  this  program  as  be¬ 
ing  a  great  national  defense  reserve  of 
productive  capacity.  The  program  pro¬ 
vides  a  means  whereby  the  Government 
and  the  individual  farmer  may  cooper¬ 
ate  and  share  in  the  cost  of  the  conserva¬ 
tion  program  which  is  so  vital  to  both 
the  farmer  and  the  general  public. 

When  our  forebears  landed  on  our 
shores  there  was  an  average  of  9  inches 
of  topsoil  on  all  of  our  croplands.  We 
allowed  a  third  of  that  fertile  soil  to  be 
carried  by  erosion,  by  wind  and  water, 
into  the  seas,  into  reservoirs,  and  into 
total  waste  before  we  inaugurated  any 
effort  to  prevent  that  tremendous  loss. 
It  is  a  loss  which  has  been  estimated  at 
$3,400,000,000  annually.  It  is  taken  from 
the  great  national  wealth  of  all  the  peo¬ 
ple  of  the  United  States  to  which  they 
must  look  for  sustenance  in  the  future. 

To  quibble  about  spending  the  modest 
sum  of  $300,000,000  a  year  on  a  program 
which  bears  promise  of  success  in  pre¬ 
venting  that  great  loss  in  the  future 
seems  to  me  to  be  a  very  poor  idea  of 
national  economy.  We  have  already 
lost  more  than  100,000,000  acres  of  farm 
lands,  which  are  hopelessly  gone  from 
the  standpoint  of  present  production. 
There  is  another  110,000,000  acres  which 
is  badly  damaged.  It  will  take  the  ef¬ 
forts  of  three  or  four  generations,  as  well 
as  the  expenditure  of  large  sums  of 
money,  to  restore  the  fertility  of  those 
lands  and  make  them  capable  of  pro¬ 
duction. 

This  program  has  helped  immeasur¬ 
ably  in  times  past.  But  even  today  we 
are  losing  the  equivalent  of  500,000  acres 
of  crop  lands  each  and  every  year. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  have  been  very 
much  interested  in  the  figures  which  the 
able  Senator  from  Georgia  has  men¬ 
tioned  with  respect  to  the  annual  loss 
of  our  soil.  Does  the  Senator  have  any 
figures  indicating  an  estimate  of  how 
much  soil  we  are  saving  and  preserving 
by  reason  of  the  program  of  soil-con¬ 
servation  payments? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  At  the  time  we  were 
compelled  to  modify  the  program  due  to 
the  demands  of  war  it  was  estimated  that 
we  were  practically  holding  our  own  in 
connection  with  the  loss  of  soil.  Of 
course  the  war  years,  of  necessity, 
brought  about  an  abandonment  of  some 
of  the  practices.  They  brought  about 
a  reduction  of  the  appropriation  from 
$500,000,000  annually  to  $300,000,000  an¬ 
nually.  We  had  almost  reached  that 
happy  state  where  we  were  holding  our 
own  and  not  suffering  any  great  loss  each 


year.  The  figures  I  gave  were  based  on 
the  losses  that  would  ensue  where  there 
was  no  conservation  program. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Even  the  modest 
program  for  which  we  are  asking  would 
contribute  greatly  to  preventing  the  loss 
of  this  great  natural  resource,  would  it 
not? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  It  would  contribute 
tremendously,  because  it  keeps  more 
farmers  interested  in  the  program.  Of 
course  the  program  is  inadequate.  I 
have  always  believed  we  could  justify  an 
expenditure  of  a  half -billion  dollars  each 
and  every  year  for  this  purpose.  We  did 
spend  that  amount  from  1936  up  until 
after  the  beginning  of  the  war.  It  was  a 
wise  national  investment,  because  it  en¬ 
abled  us  to  feed  and  clothe  our  own  peo¬ 
ple  and  our  allies  when  our  national 
security  was  in  danger. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  It  is  really  an  in¬ 
vestment  in  the  inherent,  potential,  und 
natural  wealth  of  our  country.  Unless 
adequates  measures  are  taken  to  conserve 
our  soil,  unless  a  program  of  this  char¬ 
acter  is  carried  on,  we  shall  continue 
vear  by  year  to  suffer  the  loss  of  more 
and  more  topsoil.  If  that  loss  should  go 
on  continuously  and  indefinitely,  without 
these  measures  being  invoked,  we  should 
soon  become  impoverished  so  far  as  the 
fertility  of  our  soil  is  concerned. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Senator  from 
Arkansas  has  well  stated  the  very  point 
which  I  was  undertaking  to  impress 
upon  the  Senate.  I  thank  him  for  his 
contribution. 

Mr.  President,  as  I  have  said,  the 
$300,000,000  is  inadequate  for  the  pro¬ 
gram,  and  that  is  particularly  true  when 
we  are  practically  mining  the  soil  of 
America  today  with  too  intensive  culti¬ 
vation  in  order  to  supply  not  only  our 
own  demands,  but  those  that  come  to  us 
from  overseas. 

There  are  in  this  country  today  only 
460,000,000  acres  of  good  cropland.  That 
is  all  that  is  available  within  the  con¬ 
fines  of  this  Republic.  Twenty-five  years 
ago,  based  on  that  figure,  there  were  3y2 
acres  of  good  cropland  to  supply  the 
needs  of  every  individual  in  the  country. 
Today  there  are  only  2V2  acres  of  crop¬ 
land  to  supply  the  needs  of  each  indi¬ 
vidual  in  this  Nation. 

It  is  estimated  that  the  country  will 
reach  a  balanced  population  in  the  year 
1980,  and  that  after  that  year  we  will 
have  a  fairly  stable  population.  Even  if 
we  make  this  appropriation,  and  are  able 
each  year  to  stop  the  great  loss  of  land, 
we  will  have  only  1.8  acres  for  each  indi¬ 
vidual,  and  if  we  do  not  protect  what  we 
have  now  our  people  will  be  driven  to  a 
greatly  reduced  standard  of  living. 

We  may  see  in  this  country  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  the  theory  of  Malthus.  Mal- 
thus  was  an  economist  of  England  who 
about  150  years  ago  announced  a  theory 
that  was  discussed  all  over  the  world.  I 
think  it  should  be  discussed  a  little  more 
today.  I  think  people  have  made  a  mis¬ 
take  in  losing  sight  of  Malthus.  The 
Malthusian  theory  was  that  if  the  popu¬ 
lation  of  the  world  increased  we  would 
be  unable  to  maintain  living  standards. 
He  went  on  to  point  out  that  the  poorer 
people  would  first  bear  the  brunt,  and 
that  soon  we  would  have  to  adjust  our 


population,  through  the  death  of  those 
who  starved  and  those  who  were  unable 
to  find  clothing  with  which  to  protect 
themselves  from  the  elements,  unless  we 
either  destroyed  the  population  by  star¬ 
vation  or  conserved  the  sources  of  the 
production  of  food  and  clothing  for  the 
people.  We  know  that  failure  to  recog¬ 
nize  the  theory  advanced  by  Malthus 
has  brought  the  death  of  great  civiliza¬ 
tions  of  the  past. 

I  had  the  privilege  some  3  or  4  years 
ago  of  flying  over  north  Africa,  where  the 
endless  wastes  of  the  Sahara  Desert 
stretched  forth  as  far  as  the  eye  of  man 
can  see.  I  was  told  that  there  had  been 
found  in  the  midst  of  those  desert  sands 
the  ruins  of  old  cities  which  had  been 
destroyed  so  far  back  in  antiquity  that 
the  conditions  of  their  existence  were  not 
recorded.  They  were  destroyed  because 
the  lands  were  unable  to  produce  food  to 
sustain  those  who  lived  there. 

We  went  over  the  Bible  lands  of  the 
Middle  East,  where  the  land  was  all 
eroded,  where  there  were  only  stones 
where  once  had  grown  the  cedars  of  Leb¬ 
anon  with  which  Solomon  built  his  tem¬ 
ple.  We  landed  where  the  very  Garden 
of  Eden  was  supposed  to  have  been,  be¬ 
tween  the  Euphrates  and  the  Tigris 
Rivers.  When  one  got  2  or  3  miles  from 
the  banks  of  the  river,  where  irrigation 
stops,  there  was  the  most  desolate  land 
that  ever  met  human  eye. 

We  are  not  confined  to  the  history  of 
antiquity,  for  we  know  that  the  hour  the 
Roman  Empire  was  compelled  to  depend 
on  imports  of  food  from  outside  the  con¬ 
fines  of  their  borders  marked  the  begin¬ 
ning  of  the  decline  of  that  great  civili¬ 
zation. 

Unless  we  pay  attention  to  preserving 
our  great  resources  we  are  sure  to  go  the 
way  of  all  the  other  great  civilizations 
of  the  past. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  The  Senator  from  Geor¬ 
gia  is,  as  usual,  making  a  most  interest¬ 
ing  and  valuable  address  on  the  subject 
of  agriculture. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Turning  to  the  majority 
report,  page  12, 1  find  this  statement: 

Experiences  in  this  country  over  a  period 
of  200  years  demonstrate  that,  without  a 
positive  program  for  conservation — 

I  lay  a  great  deal  of  stress  on  that  word 
"positive” — 

agricultural  practices  will  be  such  as  to  per¬ 
mit  destructive  forces  of  water,  wind,  and 
cropping  to  destroy  the  productive  qualities 
of  even  our  most  favorably  located  agricul¬ 
tural  lands. 

Does  the  Senator  agree  with  me  that 
even  the  majority  who  seek  the  cut  in 
the  soil  conservation  program  share  the 
opinion  with  us  that  even  the  most  favor¬ 
ably  located  and  cared  for  agricultural 
lands,  if  they  do  not  have  soil  conserva¬ 
tion  practices,  will  ultimately  erode  and 
perhaps  be  destroyed? 

'Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  stated  that  I  thought 
that  even  the  $300,000,000  sought  in  the 
amendment  is  inadequate,  in  view  of  the 
tremendous  consequences  which  might 
follow  the  neglect  of  this  program. 
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Mr.  LUCAS.  I  agree  with  the  Senator 
in  that.  My  reason  for  reading  the  state¬ 
ment  in  the  report  is  because  of  the  next 
statement : 

On  the  other  hand,  the  committee  believes 
that  the  authorization  is  sufficient  to  en¬ 
courage  a  large  majority  of  farmers  to  adopt 
or  continue  soil-conservation  practices 
adapted  to  their  conditions  under  present 
conditions  of  relatively  good  farm  income. 

That  statement  is  inconsistent,  in  my 
judgment,  with  the  first.  In  other  words, 
the  soil  conservation  program  cannot  be 
neglected  and  it  cannot  be  turned  over  to 
the  farmers,  who,  at  the  present  time, 
are  extremely  prosperous,  on  the  theory 
that  the  farmers  are  always  going  to  take 
care  of  their  land  regardless  of  what 
comes.  That  is  exactly  what  this  state¬ 
ment  says. 

The  majority  say  further — and  this  is 
the  real  reason,  perhaps,  why  the  cut  is 
recommended: 

Furthermore,  a  conservation  program  for 
this  purpose  is  less  likely  to  meet  with  public 
disfavor  in  this  period  of  heavy  demands  upon 
the  public  treasury. 

I  presume  that  may  be  the  real  reason, 
and  nothing  else,  why  they  have  cut 
this  particular  program  at  this  time. 
That  is  the  only  reason  I  can  think  of, 
because  in  the  judgment  of  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  it  is  a  short-sighted  policy, 
insofar  as  the  future  welfare  of  the  Na¬ 
tion  is  concerned,  to  cut  the  appropria¬ 
tion  for  the  soil-conservation  program  at 
this  time.  As  the  able  Senator  said  a 
moment  ago,  and  pointed  out  in  fact  and 
figures.  Since  the  world  at  this  partic¬ 
ular  time  is  looking  to  the  United  States 
for  the  necessities  of  life  to  be  produced 
here,  and  in  view  of  the  mining  of  the 
soil  that  took  place  during  the  war,  we 
ought  to  have  in  reality  an  increase  in 
the  appropriation  for  soil-conservation 
purposes,  rather  than  a  decrease.  I 
make  that  observation  in  the  Senator’s 
time,  and  I  thank  him,  because  I  know 
he  agrees  with  the  position  I  take. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  agree 
absolutely  with  the  position  of  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Illinois.  I  think  the  program 
is  inadequate,  it  is  woefully  inadequate 
with  the  appropriation  of  only  $225,000,- 
000.  In  my  opinion  it  would  not  be  a 
sufficient  amount  even  if  the  Senate 
voted  to  restore  the  full  amount  of  the 
budget  estimate. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  been  long  inter¬ 
ested  in  this  question  of  conservation. 
It  is  a  national  responsibility.  It  is 
something  which  gives  the  Congress  an 
opportunity  to  rise  to  the  height  of  real 
statesmanship,  to  provide  for  genera¬ 
tions  who  are  to  come  after  we  have 
passed  from  the  scene  of  action. 

Mr.  President,  we  are  handing  down 
enough  burdens  to  the  generations  which 
are  to  follow  us  without  handicapping 
them  by  leaving  them  land  that  is  un¬ 
able  to  produce  the  food  and  fiber  neces¬ 
sary  for  life  to  exist.  Due  to  our  un¬ 
happy  handling  of  international  rela¬ 
tions,  we  have  gone  through  two  great 
wars,  and  we  are  handing  down  to  com¬ 
ing  generations  the  most  staggering  na¬ 
tional  debt  with  which  any  people  have 
ever  been  confronted.  They  undoubted¬ 
ly  will  be  paying  on  it  for  the  next  150 
years.  We  have  exhausted  many  of  the 


mineral  resources  of  this  country,  such 
as  lead,  and  a  number  of  others  I  shall 
not  undertake  to  enumerate.  We  can 
see  the  end  of  our  petroleum  resources, 
and  the  least  we  can  do  for  the  future 
generations  is  to  hand  down  a  fertile 
crop  land  which  will  be  sufficient  to  sup¬ 
ply  food  and  fiber,  depending  on  the  in¬ 
genuity  and  the  research  work  which  will 
be  done,  to  enable  coming  generations  to 
use  substitutes  for  these  resources  which 
we  have  spent  so  prodigally. 

We  at  least  have  the  obligation  to 
the  future  to  protect  the  fertility  of  the 
soil,  in  view  of  the  prodigality  with  which 
we  have  dealt  with  all  our  other  resources. 
If  we  do  not  do  that  there  will  be  no 
forests.  There  will  be  land  which  will 
produce  some  foods,  but  it  will  not  con¬ 
tain  the  elements  of  food  value  which 
are  essential  if  we  are  to  have  a  strong 
and  virile  citizenship.  Today  when  we 
purchase  our  vegetables  they  are  often 
beautiful  to  behold,  but  they  sometimes 
have  no  food  value,  because  the  land  from 
which  they  have  come  has  been  depleted 
of  the  iron  and  other  essentials  for  build¬ 
ing  strong  and  healthy  bodies  for  our 
citizens. 

Mr.  President,  the  program  has  had 
a  most  interesting  history.  In  the  early 
days  when  we  appropriated  $500,000,000 
it  was  not  all  used.  The  program  was 
new.  The  farmers  were  not  familiar  with 
it.  I  can  remember  year  after  year  when 
we  would  have  $80,000,000,  $90,000,000, 
or  $100,000,000  to  carry  over  into  the  next 
year  because  the  farmers  had  not  recog¬ 
nized  the  benefits  and  the  advantages 
which  accrued  to  them  from  cooperat¬ 
ing  with  the  Government  in  this  great 
national  endeavor.  Then  the  farmers 
came  to  rely  upon  the  program  and  na¬ 
tional  progress  in  conservation  started. 
When  the  war  came  we  cut  the  program 
down  because  of  the  fact  that  we  had  to 
devote  more  crop  lands  to  the  produc¬ 
tion  of  soil-depleting  crops  to  meet  the 
demands  which  are  made  upon  us.  The 
program  was  cut  down  first  to  $450,000,- 
000,  then  to  $400,000,000,  and  then  to 
$300,000,000.  But  last  year  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  was  the  first  time  that  Congress 
did  not  recognize  its  responsibility  for 
the  maintenance  of  the  program.  The 
appropriation  bill  for  the  1947  fiscal  year 
had  established  a  $300,000,000  program. 
When  the  matter  was  considered  in  the 
other  body  they  reduced  that  amount. 
Though  it  was  as  definite  a  commitment 
to  the  farmers  of  the  country  as  any  con¬ 
tract  for  the  construction  of  ships  dur¬ 
ing  the  war,  they  reduced  the  amount 
to  $160,000,000,  as  I  now  recall.  I  do 
not  remember  the  exact  amount.  They 
absolutely  did  away  with  the  program 
for  the  present  calendar  year,  and  said 
that  the  soil-conservation  program  to 
which  both  political  parties  were  pledged, 
which  had  been  generally  accepted  all 
over  the  land  as  being  one  of  the  most 
desirable  activities  of  government,  should 
cease  absolutely  on  the  first  day  of  Jan¬ 
uary  1948. 

The  Senate  committee,  under  great 
pressure,  was  able  to  secure  at  least  an 
appropriation  for  $265,000,000  to  pay  for 
last  year’s  practices,  although  the  farm¬ 
ers  had  been  promised  $300,000,000,  and 


to  establish  a  $150,000,000  program  for 
this  year. 

It  must  be  borne  in  mind,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  that  the  administration  of  a  $150,- 
000,000  program  costs  practically  as  much 
as  the  administration  of  a  $400,000,000 
or  $500,000,000  program.  So  we  were, 
therefore,  left  with  only  $125,000,000  to 
pay  the  farmers  this  year.  We  were  able 
to  save  the  skeleton  of  the  program  for 
this  year,  but  it  was  practically  stripped 
of  all  its  flesh.  It  was  a  mere  bare  bone 
that  we  were  able  to  salvage.  « 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Am  I  to  understand  now 
that  the  smaller  of  the  two  appropria¬ 
tions  the  Senator  is  now  talking  about 
will  be  paid  to  the  farmers  the  coming 
year? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  It  will  be  paid  for  soil- 
conservation  practices  which  were  car¬ 
ried  out  this  calendar  year,  but  the  farm¬ 
ers  will  not  receive  their  checks  until 
sometime  next  spring. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  We  were  able  to  sal¬ 
vage  the  program,  and  incidentally,  in 
my  judgment,  we  salvaged  the  Repub¬ 
lican  Party.  The  Republican  Party  owes 
a  debt  of  gratitude  to  the  committee,  to 
its  chairman,  and  to  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  [Mr.  Young!  ,  who  insisted 
that  we  at  least  pull  out  and  salvage 
these  bare  bones.  I  do  not  believe  that 
the  Democratic  Party,  if  the  Republicans 
had  completely  and  entirely  annihilated 
and  killed  the  conservation  program  as  it 
was  contemplated  when  it  came  to  the 
Senate,  could  have  made  such  blunders 
as  would  have  elected  many  Republican 
Congressmen  this  year. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  wish  to  speak  a 
little  further  about  the  point  the  Senator 
made  that  sufficient  appropriations  have 
not  been  made  to  pay  the  full  amount 
agreed  to  be  paid  under  the  Government 
program.  In  my  State  the  farmers  had 
earned  more  than  there  was  money  to 
pay  them,  which  in  itself  would  tend  to 
discourage  them  from  participating  in 
the  program.  I  think  that  creates  a  very 
bad  relationship  between  the  farmers 
and  those  carrying  out  the  whole  soil- 
conservation  program. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Senator  from 
Arkansas  has  mentioned  the  very  next 
point  I  intended  to  deal  with,  and  that  is 
that  we  might  as  well  kill  the  program 
outright  as  to  carry  it  on  under  such 
circumstances  of  confusion  as  obtained 
at  the  present  time.  Last  year,  after 
the  House  had  cut  the  heart  out  of  the 
appropriation  for  last  year’s  payment, 
and  had  annulled  any  program  whatever 
for  this  year,  1948,  there  was  for  2 
months  a  hiatus  during  which,  under  in¬ 
structions  from  Washington,  the  local 
triple  A  committees  would  not  accept  any 
conservation  practices  whatever  because 
they  had  no  idea  of  what  the  amount  of 
appropriation  would  be.  The  year  before 
the  Congress  had  established  a  $300,000,- 
000  program.  Here  was  an  appropria¬ 
tion  of  $160,000,000  to  pay  a  $300,000,000 
debt.  Now  this  year  we  have  a  little 
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$150,000,000  program,  and  next  year  It  is 
supposed  to  be,  under  the  House  figure, 
$225,000,000.  Well,  we  cannot  expect 
farmers  of  the  country  to  put  cut  their 
good  money  under  such  circumstances  of 
confusion.  And  bear  in  mind  that  they 
spend  nearly  $2  on  this  soil-conservation 
program  for  every  dollar  the  Govern¬ 
ment  contributes  to  it. 

I  want  to  point  out  that  in  1948  there 
are  1,250,000  less  farms,  fewer  farms, 
connected  with  the  soil-conservation  pro¬ 
gram  than  there  were  in  the  year  1944. 
It  is  estimated  that  the  number  will  de¬ 
cline  much  further  this  year,  and  the 
farmers  will  only  be  paid  for  about  40 
percent  of  the  soil  conserving  practices 
they  carry  out  as  compared  with  pay¬ 
ments  previously  made. 

Mr.  President,  there  are  those  who 
think  that  the  $150,000,000  for  this  year 
is  adequate.  I  am  not  disposed  to  be 
critical.  I  merely  put  this  prediction  in 
the  Record.  Wait  until  next  year  when 
the  checks  go  out  to  the  farmers,  for 
about  one-third  of  what  they  think  they 
ought  to  be,  and  we  will  hear  plenty 
from  back  home.  The  farmers  are  not 
yet  fully  aware  of  what  the  Congress  has 
done  to  them  in  practically  emasculating 
the  soil-conservation  program. 

The  program  cannot  possibly  be  a 
success  in  any  such  confusion  as  sur¬ 
rounds  it  at  the  present  time  with  this 
haphazard  method  of  approach,  setting 
up  a  $300,000,000  program  and  then  cut¬ 
ting  the  appropriation,  of  cutting  it  still 
further  for  another  year,  and  then 
raising  it  back  a  little  bit  the  next  year. 
We  should  have  a  constant  program  of 
at  least  $300,000,000  if  we  are  to  hope  to 
achieve  our  objective  of  preserving  the 
fertility  of  the  soil  of  the  country.  We 
cannot  expect  the  farmers  to  continue  in 
a  cooperative  measure,  in  a  partnership 
with  the  Government  when  they  do  not 
know  when  they  go  to  bed  at  night  what 
the  attitude  of  the  other  partner  will 
be  in  the  morning,  due  to  the  constant 
state  of  flux  that  has  surrounded  the 
appropriations  for  this  endeavor  in  the 
two  bodies  of  Congress.  We  will  destroy 
the  program  just  as  surely  by  hopping 
around  from  one  figure  to  another  as  we 
would  by  cutting  it  off  entirely.  It  will 
not  be  a  sudden  death,  but  we  will  reach 
the  same  objective  in  the  long  run.  We 
should  eliminate  this  uncertainty,  we 
should  do  away  with  this  confusion,  and 
stand  by  the  budget  estimates  to  carry 
on  this  great  work  which  is  so  vital  to 
our  land. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  The  Senator  is  discuss¬ 
ing  what  seems  to  me  to  be  probably  as 
important  a  feature  as  there  is  in  this 
entire  program,  and  that  is  the  partner¬ 
ship  between  the  Government  and  the 
farmers.  I  can  show  the  Senator  letters 
in  my  files  from  farmers  who  are  won¬ 
dering  what  the  Government  is  going 
to  do  next  in  tha.soil-conservation  pro¬ 
gram.  In  other  words,  if  the  Govern¬ 
ment  shows  a  lack  of  interest  in  the  soil- 
conservation  program,  that  lack  of  in¬ 
terest  will  be  transmitted  directly  to  the 
farmers.  He  is  saying,  in  substance,  “If 
the  Government  of  the  United  States, 
powerful  as  it  is,  is  not  inclined  to  dem¬ 


onstrate  a  real  interest  in  the  soil-con- 
jservation  program,  I  am  going  to  follow 
the  same  path.  I  am  going  to  do  like¬ 
wise,  and  slacken  my  interest.”  That  is 
exactly  what  is  happening  throughout 
the  country  as  a  result  of  what  has  been 
going  on  for  the  past  two  or  three  years 
with  respect  to  these  diverging  appro¬ 
priations. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  think  there  is  no 
question  that  many  farmers  measure  the 
importance  of  the  program  by  the  de¬ 
gree  of  interest  which  the  Government 
shows  in  it.  If  the  Government  is 
greatly  interested  one  year  and  has  no 
interest  the  next,  we  cannot  have  a  sus¬ 
tained  and  continuing  program  which 
will  achieve  the  objectives  for  which  we 
all  devoutly  hope. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  It  is  a  little  astound¬ 
ing  to  me  to  note  that  this  proposal, 
which  has  already  run  the  gantlet  of  the 
Appropriations  Committee  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  should  now  come  before  this  body 
with  the  lower  rather  than  the  budget 
appropriation  in  it  for  this  purpose,  in 
view  of  this  fact:  As  the  Senator  knows, 
there  are  21  members  on  the  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee.  Twelve  of  them  are 
Republicans  and  nine  are  Democrats. 
Eleven  of  the  Republican  members  on 
the  Appropriations  Committee  of  the 
Senate  are  from  agricultural  States. 
That  represents  more  than  half  the  com¬ 
mittee.  Eight  of  the  nine  Democrats  on 
the  committee  are  from  States  which  are 
predominantly  either  agricultural  or 
cattle-raising  States.  So  the  significant 
thing  is  that  more  than  half  the  major¬ 
ity  membership  on  the  Appropriations 
Committee  comes  from  States  which  are 
predominantly  agricultural.  It  is  rather 
an  anomaly  that  we  should  be  in  this 
situation,  considering  the  background  of 
the  majority  party  on  this  committee. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.'  DWORSHAK.  The  Senator  is 
widely  known  as  one  of  the  real  cham¬ 
pions  of  agriculture  and  of  farm  legis¬ 
lation.  As  a  member  of  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations  in  the  Senate,  he  has 
been  chairman  of  the  agricultural  sub¬ 
committee  for  many  years.  I  am  sure 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  will  agree  with 
me  when  I  say  that  the  Senator  from  Il¬ 
linois  [Mr.  Brooks],  who  is  now  serving 
as  chairman,  has  been  doing  outstand¬ 
ing  work  in  behalf  of  agriculture.  A  year 
ago,  when  the  other  body  made  a  rec¬ 
ommendation  that  all  the  funds  for  this 
particular  program  be  eliminated,  the 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee  did  every¬ 
thing  within  his  power  in  behalf  of  the 
program.  As  chairman  of  the  subcom¬ 
mittee,  of  course,  he  has  exceptional  in¬ 
fluence  in  shaping  this  particular  pro¬ 
gram.  I  know 'the  Senator  will  agree 
with  me  that  our  chairman  did  every¬ 
thing  he  could,  and  did  an  excellent  job 
in  continuing  the  soil-conservation  pro¬ 
gram  at  a  time  when  it  appeared  that  it 
might  be  discontinued. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  do  not  know  whether 
the  Senator  from  Idaho  was  in  the  Cham¬ 
ber  a  few  moments  ago.  I  stated  that  the 


Senator  from  Illinois  had  not  only  ren¬ 
dered  great  service  to  the  program,  but 
along  with  the  Senator  from  North  Da¬ 
kota  had  saved  the  Republican  Party,  in 
my  judgment,  by  seeing  that  this  pro¬ 
gram  was  not  killed  completely  last  year. 
I  am  not  discussing  this  question  from 
the  standpoint  of  partisanship.  I  am  ap¬ 
pealing  for  votes  for  this  amendment  on 
the  broad  grounds  of  the  national  wel¬ 
fare  in  building  a  proper  America  for  the 
future. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  further  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  I  regret  that  I  did 
not  hear  the  Senator’s  previous  remarks, 
because  I  have  heard  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  during  the  deliberations  of  the 
subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  Ap¬ 
propriations,  in  connection  with  the  agri¬ 
cultural  appropriation  bill,  and  I  know 
that  he  recognizes,  as  do  all  the  other 
members  of  that  subcommittee,  the  ster¬ 
ling  qualities  and  the  exceptional  service 
rendered  by  our  chairman.  I  did  not 
intend  in  any  way  to  refer  to  anything 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  was  saying  on 
this  specific  items,  but  rather  to  counter¬ 
act  any  false  impressions  which  might 
result  from  some  of  the  comments  made 
by  other  Members  of  this  body  who  prob¬ 
ably  are  not  intimately  acquainted  with 
the  details. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  stood  as  steadfast 
as  Gibraltar  in  the  conference  last  year 
for  the  position  of  the  Senate,  as  deter¬ 
mined  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate.  I  think 
that  was  the  only  time  that  there  has 
been  a  unanimous  record  vote.  As  I 
recall,  there  were  two  unanimous  roll 
calls  on  two  vital  phases  of  the  agricul¬ 
tural  appropriation  bill.  I  hope  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Illinois  and  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  will  join  me  in  supporting  this 
amendment. 

The  farm  income  argument  has  been 
used.  It  has  been  pointed  out  by  the 
majority  report,  and  it  has  been  argued 
in  other  quarters,  that  due  to  the  fact 
that  the  farm  income  was  relatively  high, 
the  Federal  Government  should  not 
spend  any  money  on  a  soil-conservation 
program.  The  figures  which  are  given 
as  to  farm  income  are  illusory.  The 
farmer’s  income  has  increased  more  in 
proportion  than  that  of  other  groups  be¬ 
cause  he  hexl  so  much  further  to  go.  The 
1939  farm  income  was  only  about  $4  500,- 
000,000,  for  20  percent  of  the  people  of 
the  United  States.  Last  year,  despite 
the  tremendous  increases  which  had 
come  about  in  farm  prices,  it  was  only 
$19,500,000,000. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  point  out  fur¬ 
ther  that  19  and  a  fraction  percent  of 
the  people  of  the  country  live  on  farms. 
For  the  years  1946  and  1947  their  income 
was  9.8  percent  of  the  total.  So  the  in¬ 
crease  in  farm  income  has  not  yet  given 
the  farmers  parity  with  other  groups  in 
this  country  so  far  as  our  national  in¬ 
come  is  concerned.  Roughly  20  percent 
of  the  people  still  enjoy  only  9.8  percent 
of  the  total. 

I  further  invite  attention  to  the  fact 
that  during  the  last  year  for  which  fig¬ 
ures  are  available,  the  year  1946,  the 
average  income  of  the  farmer  was  $779, 
whereas  the  average  nonfarm  income 
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was  $1,288.  Bear  in  mind  that  the  esti¬ 
mate  of  $779  as  farm  income  includes 
food,  housing,  and  everything  the  farmer 
uses  which  comes  from  the  soil  as  well  as 
cash  from  sale  of  crops.  We  cannot  have 
a  program  without  Federal  aid.  Two 
million  one  hundred  thousand  of  the  less 
than  6,000,000  farmers  of  this  country,  in 
the  last  year  had  cash  incomes  of  less 
than  $1,000.  In  addition,  one-third  of 
all  the  farmers  are  tenant  farmers  and 
sharecroppers.  We  cannot  expect  those 
people  to  make  an  investment  in  lands 
which  they  probably  will  not  be  occu¬ 
pying  tomorrow,  particularly  in  view  of 
the  pitiful  amount  of  income  which  they 
enjoy. 

Mr.  STEWART.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  STEWART.  I  very  much  enjoy 
the  Senator’s  discussion  of  this  problem. 
I  am  interested  in  it  to  the  extent  that  in 
years  gone  by  I  have  contributed  to  the 
introduction  of  legislation,  along  with 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  and  others, 
touching  somewhat  the  same  question. 

I  particularly  wish  to  refer  to  the  sub¬ 
ject  which  the  Senator  is  discussing  at 
the  moment,  and  that  is  the  question  of 
farm  income.  While  that  is  important, 
farm  income  is  more  or  less  incidental  to 
this  program,  as  I  view  it.  It  is  a  gov¬ 
ernmental  responsibility  to  preserve  the 
fertility  of  our  soil.  This  Nation  is  being 
called  upon  now  perhaps  more  than  ever 
before  in  the  past  to  produce  food  for  the 
entire  world,  and  we  cannot  do  that  with¬ 
out  soil  which  will  produce  food  in  larger 
quantities.  We  have  seen,  and  each  year 
are  continuing  to  see,  the  removal  from 
cultivation  of  many  hundreds  of  thou¬ 
sands  of  acres,  due  to  erosion.  Only  re¬ 
cently,  within  the  past  year  or  two  a 
severe  flood  and  storm  in  the  Mid-West 
washed  down  the  Mississippi  River  hun¬ 
dreds  of  thousands  of  fine  fertile  acres  of 
top-soil  from  what  we  call  the  bread¬ 
basket  of  the  Nation,  thus  making  neces¬ 
sary  intensive  work  in  rebuilding  and 
enriching  the  soil  there,  as  well  as  extend¬ 
ing  operations  into  other  sections  of  the 
country.  So,  important  as  is  the  in¬ 
come,  that  is  not  the  most  important 
question.  The  most  important  thing  is 
to  conserve  the  rich  soil,  so  that  it  may 
not  only  produce  increased  income,  but 
may  continue  to  produce  the  food  so 
greatly  needed  not  only  for  our  own  Na¬ 
tion,  but  for  the  entire  world,  which  we 
are  being  called  upon  to  help  feed. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  And  for  future  gen¬ 
erations  yet  unborn,  so  that  they  may 
live  and  enjoy  the  goodly  land  which  we 
have  inherited.  I  agree  completely  with 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee.  I  have 
never  thought  that  the  soil-conservation 
program  should  be  tied  up  with  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  farm  income;  but  since  the  argu¬ 
ment  that  the  farmers  were  enjoying  a 
good  farm  income  has  been  brought  for¬ 
ward,  I  was  undertaking  to  show  that 
there  are  tens  of  thousands  of  farmers 
who  are  unable  to  carry  on  the  program 
on  their  farms.  We  have  seen  1,250,000 
farms  eliminated  from  the  program  since 
1944.  Mr.  President,  24  percent  of  all 
farmers  in  the  country  had  a  cash  in¬ 
come  of  less  than  $600  last  year,  and  we 
can  not  expect  those  people  to  carry  on 
any  sort  of  comprehensive  money-spend¬ 


ing  program  to  preserve  the  fertility  of 
the  soil  for  the  future. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield.  ‘ 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Having  been  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  subcommittee  for  many  years, 
I  commend  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Georgia  for  his  statement.  . 

I  wish  to  ask  if  it  is  not  a  fact,  too,  that 
in  many  sections  of  the  country  there  is 
a  great  shortage  of  nitrates  and  other 
fertilizer  materials,  which  adds  all  the 
more  to  the  necessity  for  soil  conserva¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Undoubtedly;  and 
one  of  the  most  important  phases  of  this 
program  is  the  planting  of  cover  crops  to 
put  nitrates  into  the  soil.  There  is  a 
great  shortage  of  such  nitrates  and  other 
fertilizer  materials,  and  that  is  one  of 
the  reasons  why  the  soil  is  being  depleted 
so  rapidly! 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Is  it  not  a  fact 
that  in  the  past  the  soil  conservation 
program  played  a  great  part  in  enabling 
us  to  provide  the  food  and  fiber  needed 
in  the  war? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Of  course  that  is  so. 
Mr.  President,  in  my  judgment  it  would 
have  been  impossible  for  us  to  have 
played  such  a  successful  part  in  the  war 
and  to  have  carried  it  forward  so  rapidly 
to  a  victorious  conclusion  without  the 
food  and  the  fiber  which  our  farmers 
were  able  to  produce  by  reason  of  the 
fertility  gained  by  the  soil  conservation 
program  and  practices.  They  not  only 
have  been  most  necessary  in  the  past, 
but  will  continue  to  be  essential  in  the 
future.  Without  a  proper  conservation 
of  the  soil,  our  production  of  food  and 
fiber  would  be  disastrously  decreased. 
Mr.  President,  we  are  told  that  Napoleon 
said  that  an  army  travels  on  its  stomach. 
Of  course,  even  though  we  have  vast 
numbers  of  airplanes,  tanks,  and  all  the 
other  impedimenta  of  war,  if  we  do  not 
have  sufScient  food  to  feed  the  soldiers 
and  sufficient  clothing  with  which  to 
equip  them,  all  the  other  items  of  equip¬ 
ment  will  avail  nothing. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  It  is  hard  to  un¬ 
derstand  why  the  House  committee  was 
not  willing  to  restore  the  full  $300,000,- 
000  in  view  of  the  program’s  importance 
to  the  economy  of  our  Nation  and  the 
important  part  it  plays  in  our  national 
defense  program. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Senate  did  re¬ 
store  the  $300,000,000  for  1948,  with  the 
aid  of  the  Senator  from  Arizona,  who 
supported  that  move.  But,  unfortu¬ 
nately,  in  the  dealings  between  the  House 
and  the  Senate,  although  the  conferees 
on  the  part  of  the  Senate  stood  as  ada¬ 
mantly  as  they  could  for  several  days, 
they  were  compelled  to  agree  to  a  reduc¬ 
tion  of  that  appropriation,  and  the 
amount  we  finally  were  compelled  to 
accept  was  only  $265,000,000,  instead  of 
the  $300,000,000.  That  is  to  be  paid  this 
year  on  last  year’s  program. 

But  the  thing  I  am  complaining  about 
Is  the  utter  confusion  that  attends  this 
program,  when  one  House  will  cut  out 
provision  for  it,  and  the  other  House  will 
undertake  to  restore  it,  so  as  to  keep 


faith  with  the  farmers;  and  then  we 
come  to  the  point  where  it  is  necessary 
to  give  up  something  in  order  to  obtain 
any  legislation  whatever  on  the  subject. 
We  should  have  a  fixed  and  continuing 
program. 

Last  year  we  were  told  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  that  due  to  the  2 
months  which  had  intervened  between 
the  time  when  the  bill  passed  the  House 
and  the  time  when  it  passed  the  Senate, 
during  which  no  plans  whatever  could 
be  made,  the  $265,000,000  would  pay  for 
all  the  definite  commitments  which  had 
been  made  to  the  farmers.  I  have  heard 
from  some  sources,  since  then,  that  that 
is  not  the  case;  but  I  have  not  had  an 
opportunity  to  go  into  that  matter  thor¬ 
oughly. 

Mr.  President,  as  I  see  the  situation, 
this  is  a  mere  question  of  conforming  to 
the  budget  estimates  and  carrying  on  this 
work  in  the  future  on  an  even  basis,  so 
the  farmers  will  know  what  to  expect  in 
regard  to  one  of  the  most  important  pro¬ 
grams  which  has  ever  been  conceived  as 
a  function  of  the  National  Government. 

We  have  appropriated  some  $5,300,- 
000,000,  or  will  appropriate  it,  for  the 
European  relief  program,  a  program 
which  will  result  in  the  shipment  over¬ 
seas  of  a  great  deal  of  the  fertility  of  our 
soil.  I  submit  that  it  would  be  better  to 
take  $75,000,000  from  that  appropriation, 
and  add  it  to  this  one,  rather  than  to 
see  the  soil-conservation  program  left  in 
the  confused  state  in  which  we  find  it 
today.  We  should  not  trifle  with  any¬ 
thing  of  such  vital  importance  to  the 
future  of  our  country. 

The  $300,000,000  that  is  sought  for  this 
purpose  is  too  little;  but  we  cannot  af¬ 
ford  to  do  less.  If  we  do  not  stabilize 
this  program,  we  shall  wreck  it  even¬ 
tually.  I  hope  the  Senate  will  vote  to 
provide  the  requested  $75,000,000,  so  as 
to  enable  us  to  restore  this  program  to 
at  least  a  semiadequate  basis,  lest  all 
that  we  have  wrought  up  to  now  in 
undertaking  to  preserve  the  fertility  of 
our  soil  and  the  sufficiency  of  our  water 
resources  will  be  lost  and  scattered  away, 
through  the  halting  method  by  which  the 
Congress  addresses  itself  to  establishing 
a  real  soil-conservation  program. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  wish  to  read  cer¬ 
tain  figures  from  the  Agricultural  Con¬ 
servation  Program  Statistical  Summary 
of  1946,  which  I  hold  in  my  hand.  I  did 
not  obtain  the  exact  figures  to  which  the 
Senator  referred  a  while  ago,  when  he 
was  speaking  about  the  smaller  number 
of  farms  now  included  in  the  program, 
as  compared  with  the  number  in  1944, 
as  I  believe  he  said.  At  any  rate,  the 
number  is  considerably  less. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  It  has  decreased  by 
approximately  1,250,000  since  1944,  in  the 
number  of  farms  engaged  in  the  pro¬ 
gram. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President,  if 
the  Senator  will  follow  me  as  I  present 
these  figures,  I  think  I  can  point  out  what 
will  occur  if  we  cut  this  appropriation 
down  to  $150,000,000.  The  figures  I  am 
about  to  state  come  from  statistical 
table  No.  17  in  this  pamphlet,  which  is 
issued  by  the  Department  of  Agriculture. 
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I  find  that  from  1946,  there  were  3,106,- 
812  payees  under  this  program.  Of  that 
total,  1,255,745  of  those  payees  actually 
received  $40  or  less  in  benefit  payments. 

What  I  am  emphasizing  is  that  if  this 
program  is  cut  to  $150,000,000,  the  farm¬ 
ers  who  will  be  removed  from  the  pro¬ 
gram  will  be  those  who  have  small  farms, 
scattered  in  the  various  communities, 
and  who  have  been  receiving  very  small 
payments  under  this  program.  When  we 
reduce  the  total  number  of  those  pay¬ 
ments  to  half  or  less  than  half  of  the 
number  of  payments  which  were  made 
under  the  $300,000,000  program,  the  re¬ 
sult  will  be  that  the  number  of  farms  on 
which  farmers  are  engaged  in  carrying 
on  the  program  will  be  much  less,  and 
the  further  result  will  be  that  great  num¬ 
bers  of  the  small  farms  will  no  longer  be 
engaged  in  this  program. 

I  wish  to  call  attention  to  the  figures 
for  that  year  for  my  State,  and  also  I 
shall  be  glad  to  state  the  figures  for  the 
State  of  Georgia. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  shall  appreciate 
having  the  Senator  do  so. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  shall  give  the  fig¬ 
ures  for  Georgia  first. 

In  the  group  of  farmers  receiving  pay¬ 
ments  of  $20  or  less,  there  are  20,969 
farmers  in  the  Senator’s  State  of  Geor¬ 
gia;  and  of  those  receiving  from  $20  to 
$40,  there  were  13,948,  or  a  total  of  ap¬ 
proximately  34,000  in  the  State  of 
Georgia,  whereas  the  total  number  of 
payees  in  Georgia  was  66,050.  In  other 
words,  in  the  State  of  Georgia,  as  is  true 
in  my  own  State,  as  I  shall  point  out  in 
a  moment,  more  than  half  of  the  payees 
trader  the  program  on  a  $300,000,000  ap¬ 
propriation  basis,  received  $40  or  less 
annually.  If  we  reduce  this  appropria¬ 
tion  to  $150,000,000,  that  is  the  group 
that  will  suffer  the  loss.  Small  farms 
will  cease  to  operate  under  the  program. 
For  the  small  farmers  whose  payments 
are  cut  down  to  a  few  dollars,  to  a  point 
where  it  is  not  worth  undertaking  to 
comply,  there  will  be  no  incentive  to 
them  whatever  to  stay  in  the  program, 
and  so,  Mr.  President,  a  far  greater 
number  of  farms  will  go  out  from  under 
the  program  than  the  figures  indicate 
have  gone  out  since  1944. 

I  wish  to  insert  the  same  figures  from 
my  State.  In  Arkansas,  there  were  81,- 
576  payees  in  the  same  year.  Of  that 
number  26,471  drew  from  1  oent  to  $20; 
20,835  drew  payments  between  $20  and 
$40,  the  total  being  47,000.  Approxi¬ 
mately  60  percent  of  the  farmers  in  my 
State  participating  in  the  program  drew 
less  than  $40  in  soil-conservation  bene¬ 
fits.  I  emphasize — and  I  believe  the 
able  Senator  from  Georgia  will  agree 
with  me — that  if  we  reduce  the  appro¬ 
priation  to  half,  and  then  have  to  take 
out  of  that  the  administrative  expenses, 
the  result  will  be  that  of  the  small  farms 
to  which  I  have  referred — and  the  con¬ 
dition  may  be  almost  the  same  in  other 
States;  indeed  it  will  be,  in  many  of 
them — 75  percent  of  them  probably  will 
have  to  cease  to  participate  in  the  pro¬ 
gram. 

Mr.  President,  that  is  the  effect  of  what 
it  is  proposed  to  do.  If  we  merely  carry 
along  the  skeleton  appropriation  and 


program  we  are  sabotaging  the  program 
and  doing  irreparable  injury  to  our 
Nation  and  to  its  wealth  of  agricultural 
productive  power. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  thank  the  Senator 
for  his  contribution.  Of  course,  this 
program  is  not  essentially  to  help  the 
large  corporate  firms.  There  have  al¬ 
ways  been  limitations  on  the  amount  that 
could  be  paid  out  to  any  one  farmer, 
in  the  basic  law,  which  was  $10,000.  In 
our  extremity  last  year,  confronted  with 
the  necessity  of  reducing  these  appro¬ 
priations  to  $150,000,000,  we  put  a  limita¬ 
tion  on  of  $500  as  the  maximum  amount 
to  be  paid  to  any  one  person.  But  the 
future  of  the  small  farm  to  which  the 
Senator  refers  is  Just  as  important  to 
the  Nation  as  the  large  corporate  firms. 
Indeed,  there  are  many  people  who  are 
convinced  that  the  foundation  stone  of 
all  our  institutions  is  found  in  the  pa¬ 
triotism  that  comes  from  the  small  farm, 
the  individual  farmer,  and  that  is  the 
great  tragedy  about  hamstringing  this 
program  and  creating  all  this  confusion 
and  uncertainty  about  it.  It  drives  the 
little  farmer,  the  man  who  is  least  able 
to  carry  on  the  soil-conservation  prac¬ 
tices  from  the  program,  letting  his  land 
fall  a  prey  to  the  processes  of  erosion. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
very  much  interested  in  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia,  and 
I  expect  to  support  it.  I  have  here  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate,  and  before  then, 
in  the  House  of  Representatives,  and  in 
public  gatherings  of  all  sorts,  for  years 
sought  to  call  attention  to  the  prodigal 
waste  of  our  soil,  going  all  the  way  back 
to  the  early  history  of  the  country,  when 
there  was  plenty  of  land  and  our  fore¬ 
fathers  moved  from  place  to  place,  clear¬ 
ing  up  a  strip  here  and  there,  and  build¬ 
ing  little  homes,  wearing  out  the  land 
and  moving  on,  clearing  up  some  more, 
and  wearing  that  out,  until  they  went 
all  the  way  to  the  Pacific  coast.  In  the 
meantime  our  population  has  increased 
until  we  are  now  a  nation  of  about  $145,- 
000,090  people,  increasing  in  population 
at  the  rate  of  about  4,000,000  annually, 
if  I  am  not  mistaken. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  suggest  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  it  is  nearer  2,600,000. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Two  million  six  hun¬ 
dred  thousand? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  was  the  figure 
last  year. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  That  is  a  little  less 
than  3,000,000.  Of  course  that  means 
that  every  year  in  this  country,  every 
acre  of  land  is  required  to  be  cultivated 
more  fully  than  it  was  the  year  before, 
so  that  we  are  confronted  not  only  with 
the  question  of  preserving  the  fertility 
of  the  soil  we  now  have  but  of  reclaiming 
that  which  has  been  wasted  by  the  pro¬ 
digality  of  our  people,  for  reasons  which 
I  just  mentioned. 

I  was  told — I  do  not  know  whether 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  was  on  the 
Joint  Committee  on  Agriculture,  or  the 
committee  of  the  Senate,  whichever  it 


was,  that  went  all  over  the  country  hold¬ 
ing  hearings  on  a  farm  program — I  am 
told  by  some  of  the  members  who  were 
present  at  the  hearings  that  of  all  the 
farm  programs  which  were  under  con¬ 
sideration  or  in  progress,  all  the  aid  to 
agriculture  which  had  been  promulgated 
by  the  Federal  Government,  there  was  a 
greater  degree  or  unanimity  among  the 
farmers  in  behalf  of  the  soil  conservation 
program  than  almost  any  other  part  of 
it.  Is  that  the  Senator’s  experience? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  was  not  a  member 
of  the  committee  to  which  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  alludes,  but  there  can  be 
no  question  in  my  mind  that  the  soil 
conservation  program  meets  with  the 
approval  of  the  vast  majority  of  Ameri¬ 
can  farmers.  We  have  some  farmers, 
Mr.  President,  for  example  in  the  State 
of  California,  where  they  have  a  peculiar 
and  diversified  agriculture  and  farm  on 
a  tremendous  scale  and  make  a  tre¬ 
mendous  income  each  year,  where  there 
is  an  occasional  objection  to  the  soil  con¬ 
servation  program  on  the  part  of  some 
man  who  pays  large  income  taxes.  But 
by  and  large  the  soil  conservation  pro¬ 
gram  in  my  judgment  meets  with  the 
approval  of  95  percent  of  the  farmers  of 
the  country,  and  they  have  shown  that  it 
meets  with  their  approval  by  the  whole¬ 
hearted  manner  in  which  they  have  co¬ 
operated.  Everybody  is  for  soil  conser¬ 
vation  in  the  abstract.  We  all  put  it  in 
our  campaign  platforms.  We  speak  over 
our  States  about  what  we  are  doing  to 
build  up  the  national  resources,  by  sup¬ 
porting  the  soil  conservation  program. 
But,  Mr.  President,  you  cannot  preserve 
soil  with  platform  promises,  or  with 
campaign  speeches.  It  takes  an  active 
soil  conservation  program  to  preserve  the 
fertility  of  the  soil  to  stop  this  great 
waste  from  erosion.  Such  a  program 
costs  money. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  type  of  ferti¬ 
lizer  to  which  we  frequently  refer  face¬ 
tiously  in  political  campaigns  is  not  the 
type  the  farmer  needs  in  order  to  pro¬ 
duce  more  abundant  crops. 

Mr.  RUSSELL  No. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  At  this  particular 
time,  when  we  not  only  are  confronted 
with  the  responsibility  of  feeding  our  own 
people  but  inevitably,  indispensably  re¬ 
quired  also  to  contribute  very  largely  to 
the  supply  of  food  to  peoples  of  other 
countries,  we  should  preserve  not  only 
the  fertility  of  the  soil  that  now  exists 
but  reclaim  it  and  add  to  it,  so  that  we 
may  not  hand  down  to  our  children  and 
grandchildren  impoverished  soil  upon 
which  they  may  not  be  able  to  sustain 
themselves. 

Mr/-  RUSSELL.  The  Senator  from 
Kentucky  was  called  off  the  floor  when 
I  pointed  out  that  we  were  leaving  to 
future  generations  a  greater  burden,  for 
which  they  were  not  responsible,  than 
any  other  generation  has  ever  assumed, 
and  we  certainly  have  an  obligation  to 
leave  them  soil  that  is  capable  of  sup¬ 
porting  life. 
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Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  am  sure  the  Sena¬ 
tor  covered  that  point,  and  I  am  sorry 
I  was  called  off  the  floor. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr. 
President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  With  re¬ 
spect  to  the  question  submitted  by  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky,  I  may  say  I  was 
a  member  of  the  committee  that  made 
a  survey  of  conditions  throughout  the 
country  last  fall.  A  number  of  the 
members  of  the  full  committee  were 
appointed  as  a  subcommittee.  The  sub¬ 
committee  covered  the  United  States  as 
far  west  as  Denver,  as  far  south  as 
Memphis  and  Alabama,  and  as  far  north 
as  New  England.  There  appeared  be¬ 
fore  the  subcommittee  at  the  hearings 
representatives  from  practically  every 
State  in  the  Union — perhaps  not  from 
the  far  West,  California  or  Oregon  or 
Washington — but  certainly  from  the 
Rocky  Mountains  east.  Without  excep¬ 
tion,  in  the  territory  visited,  farm  lands 
or  otherwise,  hundreds  of  farmers  came 
before  ns.  It  seemed  that  the  farmers 
from  all  sections  were  practically  unan¬ 
imous  in  approving,  first,  the  soil-con¬ 
servation  program;  secondly,  the  sup¬ 
port-price  program;  and,  thirdly,  the 
loan  program.  Of  all  the  elements  of 
the  present  farm:  program,  every  witness 
was  favorable  to  the  continuation  of  the 
soil-conservation  program.  The  only 
fear  they  manifested  was  that  the  pro¬ 
gram  might  not  continue. 

The  subcommittee  asked  for  new  sug¬ 
gestions.  Very  few  of  the  witnesses  had 
any  new  suggestions.  They  seemed  to 
say,  “If  we  can  have  the  present  pro¬ 
gram  continued  and  made  permanent  we 
can  survive.”  Of  all  the  elements  of  the 
farm  program,  the  soil-conservation  ele¬ 
ment  was  the  one  which  was  unanimous¬ 
ly  supported. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  thank  the  Senator 
for  his  contribution. 

Mr.  President,  in  my  judgment,  the 
two  greatest  steps  ever  taken  to  pre¬ 
serve  American  agriculture  have  been 
the  rural  electrification  program  and  the 
soil-conservation  program.  The  rural 
electrification  program  has  tended  to 
keep  the  farmer  on  the  farm.  The  soil- 
conservation  program  has  tended  to  help 
to  preserve  the  fertility  of  the  soil  and 
to  restore  soil  which  has  been  depleted. 
The  two  go  hand  in  hand.  The  program 
is  so  important  to  the  farmer  and  so 
highly  favored,  as  has  been  pointed  out 
by  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma,  that  it 
should  be  relieved  of  all  uncertainty.  It 
should  be  put  on  a  stable  basis,  so  that 
the  farmers  will  know  what  to  expect. 
It  is  a  challenge  to  the  statesmanship  of 
the  United  States  to  keep  and  preserve 
American  civilization  and  to  prevent  it 
from  going  the  way  of  great  empires  of 
the  past  which  are  now  marked  only  bv 
ruins. 

CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  I 
congratulate  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
lor  leading  the  movement  to  preserve  the 
SOU -conservation  program.  In  my  State 
the  program  has  obtained  splendid  re¬ 


sults.  Much  of  our  soils  in  Texas  are 
black  land  which  is  easily  eroded.  Floods 
wash  down  hillsides  and  absolutely  de¬ 
stroy  the  fertility  of  the  soil.  I  have  a 
small  farm,  and  I  was  early  impressed 
with  the  necessity  of  taking  measures  to 
preserve  its  soil.  As  long  ago  as  1925, 
23  years  ago,  I  had  my  farm  terraced. 
The  results  were  absolutely  astonishing 
in  preserving  fertility  and  increasing 
production.  I  think  it  is  absolutely  vital 
to  agriculture  and  to  our  whole  economy 
to  rebuild  the  soils  which  have  been 
washed  away.  They  can  be  rebuilt.  My 
experience  in  Texas  has  been  that  in 
connection  with  a  number  of  different 
phases  of  the  question,  farms  which  had 
been  practically  destroyed  and  washed 
away  have  been  terraced  and,  under  the 
methods  of  the  agricultural  program, 
have  been  rebuilt  and  made  fertile  and 
productive. 

I  heartily  commend  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  upon  his  remarks  today. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Texas. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Florida. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  should  like  to  submit 
the  brief  observation  that  in  1945  I  had 
the  privilege  of  flying  from  Tehran  to 
Cairo.  Any  one  who  has  seen  that  des¬ 
ert  country,  as  most  Senators  have,  in 
which  we  are  told  the  Garden  of  Eden 
was  located,  can  appreciate  what  it 
means  for  a  country  not  to  be  able  to 
preserve  the  fertility  of  its  soil,  the  con¬ 
stancy  of  its  water  flow,  and  the  things 
essential  to  agricultural  production. 

At  the  present  time  it  seems  to  me  we 
have  two  very  great  forces  working 
against  each  other.  They  are  related 
to  what  the  Senator  from  Georgia  has 
pointed  out  today.  One  is  the  steady 
increase  in  the  world’s  population. 

It  will  be  remembered  that  a  few  years 
ago  we  were  shocked  by  the  statement 
of  the  Malthusian  doctrine  that  pretty 
soon  there  would  be  so  many  people  in 
the  world  that  they  could  not  be  fed.  A 
great  many  of  the  alert-minded  citizens 
of  the  world  were  very  much  concerned 
with  whether  the  human  race  would 
vanish  like  some  of  the  extinct  creatures 
of  the  past  which  finally  became  so 
numerous  that  the  food  supply  of  the 
earth  was  not  adequate  for  their  sus¬ 
tenance. 

The  second  thing  is  the  rapid  diminu¬ 
tion  of  the  soil  because  of  being  washed 
down  into  our  rivers,  into  the  sea,  and 
being  eroded,  simply  because  we  are  not 
following  wise  conservation  policies. 

The  United  States  has  a  responsibility 
for  feeding  the  world.  No  nation  has 
had  in  recent  times  a  responsibility  com¬ 
parable  with  it.  The  budget  has  re¬ 
quested  $300,000,000.  How  can  we  say 
we  are  spending  wisely  $75,000,000  when 
we  are  taking  it  out  of  the  basic  pro¬ 
ductivity  of  the  country  for  food  and 
clothing? 

So  it  seems  to  me,  Mr.  President,  that 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  has  followed 
a  very  wise  and  salutary  course  by  at¬ 
tempting  to  bring  the  soil-conservation 
appropriation  back  at  least  to  the  budg¬ 
et  figure.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  we  should 


probably,  in  real  wisdom,  make  it  10 
times  as  much  as  the  budget  requests. 
It  would  be  a  worth-while  expenditure 
to  every  part  of  America.  I  am  sorry 
that  we  are  so  meagerly  approaching  the 
subject,  as  even  the  budget  does,  but 
surely  we  can  do  nothing  less  than  has 
been  requested  by  the  Senator  from 
Georgia. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Alabama. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  has  made  such  an  able  ad¬ 
dress  this  afternoon  that  there  is  noth¬ 
ing  to  be  added  to  what  he  has  said.  He 
has  brought  out  all  the  many  factors  and 
compelling  reasons  why  the  Senate 
should  appropriate  for  soil-conservation 
work  the  sum  which  he  has  requested. 
The  Senator,  as  a  member  of  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Appropriations,  well 
knows  that  we  have  voted  billions  of  dol¬ 
lars,  almost  inconceivable  sums,  for  our 
national  defense,  for  our  Army,  Navy, 
and  Air  Forces.  In  a  few  days  we  shall 
have  before  us  a  bill  providing  for  some¬ 
thing  we  have  never  done  before  in  the 
peacetime  history  of  America,  namely,  to 
go  into  the  homes  of  America,  draft  our 
youth,  put  the  young  men  into  uniform, 
and  place  them  in  our  armed  forces. 

Is  it  not  true  that  no  matter  how 
strong,  efficient,  or  effective  our  armed 
forces  may  be,  no  army,  no  navy,  no  air 
force  can  save  America  if  we  persist  in 
the  present  practice  of  continuing  to  de¬ 
plete  and  destroy  our  soil?  Is  not  the 
soil,  after  all,  the  fundamental  basis  of 
American  life,  of  American  civilization, 
all  we  have  and  all  we  hold  in  America, 
and  must  we  not  preserve  the  soil? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  agree  completely 
with  the  implications  of  the  Senator’s 
question.  We  know  that  all  wealth  comes 
from  the  soil.  If  we  do  not,  when  we 
gather  the  wheat  and  the  other  crops, 
undertake  to  replace  that  which  is  taken, 
our  civilization  will  go  the  way  of  all 
those  which  have  risen  to  heights  and 
have  fallen  into  obscurity  in  the  course 
of  the  centuries. 

Mr.  HILL.  The  Senator  no  doubt  re¬ 
calls  the  figures  of  increase  in  popula¬ 
tion,  brought  out,  I  believe,  by  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Barkley],  in¬ 
dicating  that  the  United  States  is  in¬ 
creasing  in  its  population  approximately 
2,600,000  persons  each  year.  The  hear¬ 
ings  before  the  Senate  subcommittee 
showed  that  since  Hitler  started  the  last 
world  war  the  population  in  Europe  alone 
has  increased  approximately  20,000,000, 
and  that  the  population  of  the  world 
has  increased  approximately  200,000,000. 
So  that  when  we  consider  the  increases 
here  and  in  Europe  and  throughout  the 
world,  we  recognize  the  staggering  burden 
of  providing  food  and  clothing  for  them. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  It  increases  the  re¬ 
sponsibility  upon  us  to  meet  the  short¬ 
ages  without  destroying  our  future. 

Mr.  HILL.  That  is  correct.  We  recog¬ 
nize  the  staggering  burden  that  is  placed 
on  us,  and  particularly  upon  the  soil  of 
America.  Is  not  that  correct? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  thank  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  for  the  speech  he  has  made.  I 
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should  like  to  associate  myself  with  all 
the  Senator  has  said  this  afternoon.  He 
has  made  a  great  and  historic  speech. 

Mr.  STEWART.  Mr.  President,  it  is 
not  because  I  think  I  can  add  anything 
to  what  the  Senator  from  Georgia  has 
said  regarding  soil  conservation,  but  I 
wish  to  place  my  endorsement  on  the 
amendment  which  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  has  offered. 

The  soil-conservation  program  has 
perhaps  been  the  most  successful  of  all 
the  agricultural  programs  that  have  been 
tried  within  the  past  10  or  15  years,  and 
we  have  been  trying  out  a  good  many  new 
ideas  since  the  beginning  of  the  advent 
of  the  so-called  New  Deal. 

I  agree  with  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
that  not  only  is  the  soil-conservation 
program  one  of  the  most  successful,  but 
likewise  that  the  REA  has  been  quite 
popular  and  successful  itself.  But  I  think 
it  can  be  safely  said  that  the  most  suc¬ 
cessful  and  the  most  highly  desirable 
of  all  the  agricultural  efforts  is  the 
soil-conservation  program,  so  far  as  the 
farmer  himself  is  concerned.  It  enables 
him  to  secure  the  needed  plant  food,  such 
as  phosphate,  potash,  lime.  Supplies  and 
equipment  available  can  be  procured  by 
the  farmer  under  this  program.  They 
can  carry  on  such  erosion  control  prac¬ 
tices  as  terracing  and  diversion  ditches. 

Under  the  program  the  farmers  can 
seed  and  improve  their  pastures.  They 
can  contour  fall  crops  as  a  protection 
against  irreparable  erosion  damage. 
They  can  plant  winter  cover  crops,  in¬ 
cluding  legumes  and  small  grains,  and 
the  like,  and  under  the  program  they 
can  carry  on  generally. 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  only  thing  we 
should  consider  is  the  question  of  wheth¬ 
er  we  might  appropriate  an  amount  of 
money  in  excess  of  what  is  needed,  not 
that  we  should  be  penurious  about  the 
matter,  or  question  whether  we  should 
cut  a  few  dollars  off  here  or  a  few  off 
there,  but  the  paramount  consideration 
it  seems  to  me,  should  be,  because  of  the 
importance  of  this  program  and  the  value 
it  has  been  to  the  country,  whether  we 
might  even  appropriate  more  money  than 
is  necessary,  as  is  sometimes  done  for  the 
maintenance  of  various  Government 
bureaus. 

There  is  no  question  about  tfce  value 
of  the  conservation  program.  If  has  en¬ 
abled  the  farmers  to  build  up  th<JLr  farms 
and  produce  more  crops,  arid,  even 
though  I  repeat  when  I  say  it,  it  enables 
the  farmers  of  the  country  to  produce 
more  on  their  farms,  larger  crops,  at  a 
time  when  we  are  being  called  upon  to 
do  just  that  very  thing. 

It  is  one  of  the  most  important  pro¬ 
grams  we  have,  so  far  as  our  domestic 
economy  is  concerned,  one  of  the  most 
important  matters  we  have  to  consider 
today,  namely,  proper  appropriations, 
and  proper,  intelligent  expenditure  of 
money  for  soil-conservation  purposes. 

The  waste  of  the  top  soil  in  this  coun¬ 
try  in  the  years  gone  by  has  been  a  cry¬ 
ing  shame.  On  one  occasion  a  farmer 
in  Tennessee  made  a  statement  which 
impressed  me  very  much.  He  said, 
“When  this  rich  top  soil  washes  down 
the  riverit  goes  on  a  one-way  trip.  It  is 
gone,  and  it  is  gone  for  good.” 


By  following  practices  which  conserve 
the  soil,  which  preserve  it  on  the  farms, 
which  keep  it  there,  we  have  certainly 
made  a  contribution  to  the  economy  of 
the  country  which  actually  cannot  be 
measured. 

Without  further  ado,  I  should  like  to 
say  that  I  hope  the  amendment  may  be 
agreed  to.  I  am  sorry  it  does  not  pro¬ 
vide  for  even  more  money,  and  that  we 
do  not  have  a  larger  and  more  ambitious 
program  of  soil  conservation  than  we 
have  today,  because  a  full  soil-conserva¬ 
tion  program  is  so  comprehensive  in  its 
benefits.  Conservation  of  soil  includes 
not  only  the  things  I  have  mentioned, 
but  it  includes  the  planting  of  trees  and 
other  activities. 

I  should  like  to  relate  one  incident 
that  occurred  in  my  State  of  Tennessee 
which  shows  impressively  the  wonderful 
value  of  soil  improvement,  not  only  of 
conservation  of  soil,  but  of  improving 
the  soil.  There  is  a  community  in  my 
State  which  within  the  past  2  or  3  years 
has  received  considerable  recognition  be¬ 
cause  of  the  improvement  that  has-been 
made  in  the  farm  area.  There  are  some 
50  to  75  families  in  that  community,  and 
a  few  short  years  ago  it  was  almost  a  for¬ 
saken  area.  The  houses  were  not  paint¬ 
ed,  the  fences  were  falling  down,  the 
gates  were  hanging  by  one  hinge,  the 
barns,  if  they  were  not  actually  falling, 
were  leaning.  The  soil  had  been  planted, 
perhaps,  in  cotton,  corn,  peas,  or  other 
crops  of  the  kind,  year  in  and  year  out, 
until  it  refused  to  respond,  and  could  not 
produce  the  food  necessary  to  feed  the 
families  in  the  community. 

A  forward-looking  farm  agent  came 
into  the  community  and  struck  a  re¬ 
sponsive  chord  when  he  began  to  discuss 
the  building  up  of  farms  by  the  use  of 
fertilizers  and  other  soil  conservation 
methods,  rotation  of  crops,  and  what  not. 
Within  the  space  of  a  few  years  the  whole 
community  was  rebuilt,  the  houses  were 
painted,  the  barns  had  been  rebuilt,  new 
fences  had  been  erected,  the  gates  were 
hanging  on  two  hinges,  and  actually 
within  the  past  2  years  some  of  the  farm¬ 
ers  who  were  almost  starving  to  death 
on  those  poor  farms  have  been  paying 
income  taxes. 

As  I  see  it,  soil  conservation  is  some¬ 
thing  we  cannot  argue  against  The 
statement  has  been  made  by  some  that 
the  soil-conservation  program  is  one 
which  should  be  cast  aside,  that  we 
should  do  away  with  it,  that  we  should 
abandon  it,  because  it  represents  a  sort 
of  subsidy  to  farmers  and  is  unnecessary. 
Mr.  President,  I  believe  this  program  is 
so  rooted  in  the  domestic  thinking  of  this 
country  that  the  farmers  themselves 
would  rise  up  in  considerable  indignation 
if  we  should  undertake  to  abandon  it. 
By  the  same  token,  I  think  that  if  we 
maintain  it,  it  must  be  fully  maintained. 

I  am  for  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Russell]. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  President,  with  all 
the  speeches  which  have  been  made  on 
the  subject  under  discussion,  I  think  the 
Senate  should  be  reminded  that  there 
are  still  $225,000,000  in  the  soil-conserva¬ 
tion  program  for  next  year.  I  think  it 
should  be  pointed  out  again  that  last 
year,  when  the  House  of  Representatives 


determined  to  cut  back  the  $300,000,000 
program  to  $165,000,000,  it  was  the  lead¬ 
ership  on  this  side,  with  the  help  of  the 
other  side  of  the  aisle,  the  minority  side, 
which  was  able  to  restore  the  $265,000,000 
payment. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  though,  of  course, 
soil-conservation  practices  are  valuable, 
they  are  not  all  entered  into  at  one  time. 
While  it  caused  confusion  last  year  to  cut 
the  program  back  from  $300,000,000  to 
$265,000,000,  it  was  testified  that  some 
of  the  practices  which  had  been  contem¬ 
plated  under  the  $300,000,000  program 
were  not  actually  undertaken,  and  con¬ 
sequently,  to  a  large  extent,  the  con¬ 
fusion  was  eliminated. 

With  respect  to  the  statement  that 
next  year  when  the  farmers  receive  their 
payments  it  will  be  found  that  they 
thought  they  should  receive  more,  I  will 
say  that  the  Agriculture  Department  was 
not  authorized  to  undertake  any  pro¬ 
gram  above  $150,000,000.  That  figure 
was  written  into  the  law.  Consequently, 
if  there*  is  any  confusion  it  is  because  the 
Department  went  beyond  the  authority 
given  to  them  by  the  Congress. 

Mr.  President,  I  completely  agree  that 
the  soil-conservation  program  is  a  funda¬ 
mental,  an  essential  and  a  most  desirable 
program.  During  the  6  years  I  was  on 
the  subcommittee  while  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Georgia  was  chairman  of 
it,  I  supported  the  soil-conservation  pro¬ 
gram  in  every  vote  I  cast.  I  supported 
it  last  year,  and  I  support  it  now. 

I  think  it  should  be  pointed  out  again 
that  the  House  this  year  went  over  the 
budget  by  $6,000,000  in  the  soil  conserva¬ 
tion  service,  which  brought  the  amount 
up  to  $45,000,000  to  be  utilized  in  research 
and  action  programs  in  the  soil-conser¬ 
vation  districts  created  throughout  the 
country.  Then  comes  the  authorization 
of  $225,000,000  for  a  cooperative  program. 
When  we  ascertained  last  year  that  we 
could  not  possibly  secure  an  agreement 
with  the  House  to  restore  a  $250,000,000 
or  a  $300,000,000  program,  we  wrote  new 
rules  into  the  program.  I  am  sorry  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Arkansas  is 
not  present,  but  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  is  present,  and  he  was  here  at 
the  time  that  was  done.  The  small 
farmer  was  to  be  protected,  and  we  pro¬ 
vided  that  that  money  should  be  dis¬ 
tributed  according  to  need,  and  there 
was  not  a  small  farmer  who  was  willing 
to  cooperate  and  in  whose  case  a  need  x 
existed  who  was  deprived  of  the  benefit 
of  that  program,  and  there  will  not  be  a 
small  farmer  deprived  of  its  benefits  this 
year  under  the  $150,000,000  appropria¬ 
tion  if  the  money  is  distributed  accord¬ 
ing  to  need  and  if  the  small  farmer  de¬ 
sires  to  participate.  We  placed  a  limita¬ 
tion  on  the  amount  that  could  be  paid  to 
an  individual  farmer.  Before  that  I  be¬ 
lieve  the  amount  that  could  be  paid  out 
was  $10,000.  We  reduced  it  to  $500  last 
year  so  that  tire  small  farmer  would  have 
an  opportunity  to  avail  himself  of  this 
contributing  soil-conservation  program. 

I  have  listened  to  statements  which 
have  been  made  concerning  travels 
around  the  world  and  observations  made. 

I  also  have  had  experience  in  traveling 
around  the  world.  I  traveled  with  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
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Russell].  Years  ago  I  traveled  through 
Europe,  mostly  on  foot.  I  saw  then  the 
soil  conservation  practices  followed 
there.  As  one  looks  across  the  Valley  of 
the  Marne,  or  over  the  farming  section  in 
Germany  one  cannot  see  a  gulley,  one 
cannot  find  a  ditch.  They  are  all  covered 
with  grass.  The  people  there  have  prac¬ 
ticed  soil  conservation  to  the  point  where 
today  nearly  every  inch  of  their  land  is 
preserved  to  its  maximum.  But  their 
economy  is  gone. 

Mr.  President,  we  need  to  conserve  our 
soil;  we  need  to  encourage  our  people  to 
conserve  it.  The  basic  concept  of  the 
program  is  that  it  shall  be  a  cooperative 
undertaking.  The  Department  of  Ag¬ 
riculture  and  the  Soil  Conservation  en¬ 
thusiasts  throughout  the  country  said  t-o 
us  last  year,  “Save  the  program  for  us. 
Keep  the  farmers’  committees  alive.” 
That  is  the  educational  group  of  men 
who  banded  together  and  organized  to 
encourage  their  neighbors  to  conserve 
their  soil. 

We  are  talking  now  about  $75,000,000 
as  if  failure  to  appropriate  that  amount 
would  result  in  wiping  out  the  program. 
It  will  do  no  such  thing.  We  still  have 
provided  $225,000,000.  If  we  had  pro¬ 
vided  $300,000,000  a  very  good  argument 
could  be  made  along  the  same  lines  as 
the  arguments  are  now  being  made,  for 
the  appropriation  of  $400,000,000.  If  we 
were  to  provide  $400,000,000  the  same  ar¬ 
guments  as  are  now  being  made  for  the 
increase  of  $75,000,000  could  be  made  to 
increase  the  amount  to  $500,000,000.  If 
we  provided  $500,000,000  again  the  same 
arguments  could  be  made  for  increasing 
it  to  $600,000,000. 

Mr.  President,  there  is  no  limit  to  the 
amount  of  money  which  could  be  spent 
in  America  on  soil  conservation,  or  on 
rivers  and  harbors.  We  have  provided 
in  the  bill,  and  will  consider  it  shortly, 
for  the  survey  of  streams  contributing 
to  the  main  streams,  the  purpose  of  the 
survey  being  to  establish  whether  work 
can  be  done,  such  as  planting  of  grass, 
and  the  utilization  of  other  means,  to 
prevent  silt  from  being  washed  down  to 
the  main  rivers.  The  program  for  soil 
conservation  and  rivers  and  harbors  is  an 
enormous  one,  and  there  is  no  limit  to 
the  amount  of  money  which  could  be 
spent  in  developing  it.  I  should  say  that 
if  we  were  to  provide  such  unlimited 
amounts  of  money  for  the  purposes  I 
have  described,  perhaps  it  would  be  of 
much  more  benefit— time  alone  will  tell — 
than  will  accrue  from  the  money  we  are 
now  spending  in  some  other  parts  of  the 
world.  But,  Mr.  President,  we  want  to 
keep  the  program  sound.  We  want  to 
keep  it  continuous. 

There  has  been  much  talk  about  con¬ 
fusion.  No  one  on  the  floor  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  can  truthfully  say  that  I  have  con¬ 
tributed  to  the  confusion  of  the  program, 
for  last  year  I  deliberately  held  the  line 
as  best  I  could,  with  the  help  of  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  committee,  in  an  effort  to 
eliminate  the  things  which  tend  to  cause 
confusion.  We  wrote  the  law,  and  we 
must  stand  by  it  and  see  that  it  does  not 
cause  confusion.  When  we  authorized 
$150,000,000  we  did  not  cause  confusion. 

It  meant  the  cutting  back  of  a  certain 
amount,  to  be  sure,  but  it  did  not  cause 


confusion.  The  Department  was  author¬ 
ized  then  to  say  to  the  farmers’  com¬ 
mittees  and  to  the  States,  “You  are  au¬ 
thorized  to  go  only  so  far  as  the  ex¬ 
penditure  of  $150,000,000  on  this  cooper¬ 
ative  program  will  permit.” 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Does  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  contend  that  cutting  the 
program  in  two,  and  then  setting  up  en¬ 
tirely  new  processes  for  soil  conserving 
practices,  did  not  cause  any  confusion, 
totally  aside  from  the  fact  that  the  $150,- 
000,000  was  appropriated,  for  which  I  am 
just  as  happy  as  is  the  Senator  from 
Illinois?  There  cannot  be  any  question 
that  the  complete  revision  of  the  wholfe 
schedule  of  payments  for  every  soil  con¬ 
serving  farmer  in  the  land  on  the  basis 
of  $125,000,000  to  be  given  to  the  farm¬ 
ers,  as  compared  with  some  $228,000,000 
in  the  previous  year,  has  caused  tremen¬ 
dous  confusion. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  It  might  have  caused 
inconvenience.  It  was  known  from  the 
time  we  passed  the  law  what  the  problem 
was,  and  it  resulted  in  inconvenience, 
possibly,  but  there  was  no  confusion 
about  it.  The  officials  carrying  out  the 
program  were  told  what  they  could  do, 
and  they  could  go  out  and  do  it.  If  the 
Senator  desires  to  interpret  inconven¬ 
ience  as  confusion,  then  what  was  done' 
possibly  did  cause  some  confusion,  but 
it  was  not  confusion  on  our  part. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  We  as  Members  of 
Congress  have  to  bear  our  share  of  the 
responsibility,  much  as  we  deplore  what 
was  done.  I  was  talking  about  the  fact 
that  the  constant  changes  in  the  amount 
of  money  to  be  available  has  caused 
great  confusion,  and  I  think  that  is  ab¬ 
solutely  inescapable.  Here  we  have  a 
program.  The  Department  knows  under 
that  program  how  much  money  it  is  go¬ 
ing  to  receive.  Very  well.  The  Depart¬ 
ment  knows  it  is  going  to  receive,  let  us 
say,  $150,000,000.  But  when  we  get 
down  to  the  county  level,  where  they  are 
changing  the  rate  being  paid  the  farmer 
for  a  ton  of  lime  from  one  figure  to  an¬ 
other,  when  they  are  changing  the 
amount  being  paid  to  run  a  terrace  from 
40  cents  a  linear  foot  to  18  cents  a  linear 
foot;  when  the  amount  which  is  paid 
for  planting  leguminous  crops,  such  as 
clover,  is  reduced  from  $1  an  acre  to  32 
cents  an  acre  to  say  that  that  causes  no 
confusion  on  the  part  of  the  farmer 
who  is  undertaking  to  cooperate  in  the 
program  is,  I  think,  a  rather  drastic 
statement. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  What  I  had  reference 
to,  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
is  that  there  was  no  confusion  about 
what  the  Department  would  receive,  and 
they  have  no  authority  to  offer  the  farm¬ 
er  any  more  than  the  law  provides. 
They  must  work  within  the  limit  of  the 
law. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes,  of  course,  the  of¬ 
ficials  have  no  authority  to  offer  more 
than  is  within  the  limits  of  the  law.  But 
let  us  take  an  actual  farmer  on  his  farm; 
let  us  say  that  for  5  years  he  has  been 
paid  so  much  an  acre  as  a  contribution 
toward  the  cost  of  the  lime  he  distributes 
on  his  land,  and  this  year  that  amount 


is  changed,  and  when  the  farmer  figures 
up  that  he  is  going  to  be  paid  to  distrib¬ 
ute  the  lime  at  the  rate  of  40  cents  a 
ton,  whereas  he  had  been  receiving  $1,  or 
if  he  is  to  receive  32  cents  for  planting  an 
acre  of  clover  whereas  he  had  been  for¬ 
merly  receiving  $1.20,  it  is  plain  that  such 
change  is  bound  to  result  in  confusion 
on  the  crop  land,  where  the  work  is  actu¬ 
ally  done  on  the  farm.  It  may  not  cause 
confusion  in  Washington,  but  in  the  very 
nature  of  things  it  had  to  cause  con¬ 
fusion  to'  the  farmers. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  What  I  meant  to  say, 
and  what  I  now  say  is  that  we  proceeded 
with  the  program  last  year,  and  the  De¬ 
partment  knew  exactly  what  it  was  au¬ 
thorized  to  do,  and  it  was  not  authorized 
to  agree  to  make  any  greater  payments 
than  that  Congress  provided.  We  pro¬ 
vided  a  total  of  $150,000,000,  with  a  lim¬ 
itation  of  $500  for  the  largest  payment 
distributed  on  the  basis  of  need,  so  we 
got  down  to  where  the  smaller  farmers 
were  not  excluded  from  the  program, 
and  they  were  protected  so  far  as  they 
wanted  to  participate. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  merely  wished  to 
point  out  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia, 
who  seems  to  be  so  much  concerned  with 
the  confusion  which  will  arise  from  a 
change  in  this  amount,  that  last  year 
we  appropriated  $150,000,000  for  the 
same  program.  Perhaps,  in  order  to 
eliminate  the  confusion,  we  should  leave 
the  figure  at  $150,000,000  this  year. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  did 
not  quite  hear  the  Senator’s  comment. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  To  eliminate  the  so- 
called  confusion  in  changing  the  formula 
which  the  Secretary  must  establish  for 
the  farmers,  perhaps  we  could  leave  the 
figure  as  it  was  last  year,  at  $150,000,000, 
and  there  would  not  need  to  be  any 
change. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Senator  has  a 
right  to  offer  an  amendment  reducing 
the  amount  to  $150,000,000.  He  would 
be  perfectly  within  his  rights  in  offering 
such  an  amendment.  But  I  say  that  the 
House  of  Representatives,  by  its  action 
in  restoring  the  amount  to  $225,000,000, 
has  shown  conclusively  that  it  admits 
that  it  was  wrong  last  year  in  attempting 
to  eliminate  the  program.  The  House 
has  exhibited  second  sight.  Members  of 
the  House  have  gone  back  home  and 
talked  to  farmers,  and  have  learned  that 
it  did  not  meet  with  the  approval  of  the 
farmers  of  the  Nation  to  eliminate  the 
program  .  The  House  has  shown  that 
it  believes  that  $150,000,000  was  too  low. 
Last  year  it  allowed  nothing.  We  finally 
secured  $150,000,000  from  the  Senate. 
This  year  the  House  comes  to  us  with 
a  figure  of  $225,000,000;  and  I  think  I  am 
within  my  rights  in  proposing  to  increase 
the  amount  to  the  amount  of  the  budget, 
$300  000, 000. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  was  not  question¬ 
ing  the  right  of  the  Senator  from  Geor¬ 
gia  to  offer  his  amendment.  I  was 
merely  pointing  out  that  he  was  not 
achieving  his  goal  of  simplifying  the 
formula.  His  amendment  would  neces¬ 
sitate  a  change  in  the  formula  for  pay¬ 
ments  this  year,  just  as  would  the  figure 
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$225,000,000.  If  he  wants  to  eliminate 
the  confusion,  as  he  calls  it,  in  changing 
the  program,  the  thing  to  do  is  to  leave 
the  figure  at  $150,000,000. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  would  eliminate 
the  confusion,  and  it  would  also  kill  the 
program  entirely.  There  would  be  no 
more  confusion  in  the  soil-conservation 
program,  but  there  would  be  no  program 
in  operation. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  I  *think 
probably  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Brooks!  in  opening  the  discussion  must 
have  called  attention  to  the  fact  that 
the  sum  under  consideration,  which  is 
a  sum  to  make  cooperative  payments 
where  cooperative  practices  are  carried 
out,  is  not  the  only  money  available  in 
the  soil-conservation  work.  I  invite  the 
attention  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois  to 
a  fact  with  which  he  is  doubtless  familiar, 
and  which  he  no  doubt  has  already  dis¬ 
cussed.  There  is  $45,048,000  in  a  sum 
available  for  the  Soil  Conservation  Serv¬ 
ice  direct.  So  in  this  discussion  of  soil 
conservation  our  enthusiasm  must  not 
run  away  with  our  judgment.  I  think 
that  fact  should  be  considered  by  the 
Senate  in  disposing  of  this  question. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  President,  I  thank 
the  Senator.  For  his  information,  a  few 
moments  ago  I  pointed  out  that  that  fund 
was  set  aside  for  the  Soil  Conservation 
Service  in  conjunction  with  the  soil-con¬ 
servation  districts,  in  addition  to  the  co¬ 
operative  payments. 

For  the  benefit  of  those  who  have  been 
pleading  for  the  small  farmer,  and  who 
say  that  he  will  be  hurt  by  the  $150,- 
000,000  appropriation,  Mr.  Dodd,  in  testi¬ 
fying  before  the  committee  said: 

Out  of  the  $150,000,000  program  that  we 
have  for  this  year.  It  is  our  estimate  that 
we  will  have  915,796  of  the  very  small  farmers 
who  will  earn  below  $20. 

In  the  1946  program,  when  the  appro¬ 
priation  was  $300,000,000,  there  were 
684,962  of  the  very  small  farmers  par¬ 
ticipating.  Mr.  Dodd  stated  further: 

We  will  have  675,170  who  will  earn  between 
$20  and  $40. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  when  the  appro¬ 
priation  was  $300,000,000  there  were  only 
363,714  in  the  same  bracket,  between  $20 
and  $40.  So  the  program  has  not  hurt 
the  small  farmer.  Those  who  were  hurt, 
If  anyone  was  hurt,  were  the  large  op¬ 
erators  who  were  in  above  $1,000,  up  to 
$10,000. 

The  thought  I  have  is  that  we  limited 
payments  to  $500  when  we  found  that  we 
had  to  cut  the  amount  in  half,  so  that 
a  greater,  number  of  small  farmers  would 
be  cooperating  with  their  own  efforts. 

I  am  a  great  advocate  of  the  soil-con¬ 
servation  education  program,  and  par¬ 
ticipation  of  the  Government  in  it.  But 
as  I  previously  pointed  out,  it  is  a  limit¬ 
less  program.  We  could  spend  all  the 
money  we  could  collect  from  every  source 
in  America  without  quite  answering  this 
problem,  even  though  we  did  everything 
that  could  be  done  in  soil  conservation. 
I  am  in  favor  of  a  continuing,  sound,  co¬ 
operative  program.  An  appropriation  of 
$225,000,000  for  such  program  this  year 
is  a  very  sound  program,  and  I  hope  the 
amendment  will  be  defeated. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 


ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Geor¬ 
gia  [Mr.  Russell]. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  it  is  not 
easy  for  me  to  take  the  opposite  side 
from  that  of  the  Senator  from  Georgia, 
particularly  on  an  agricultural  question, 
because  I  consider  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  one  of  the  outstanding  Mem¬ 
bers  of  Congress  in  agricultural  matters. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  YOUNG.  I  yield. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  express  my  appre¬ 
ciation  and  say  that  I  always  feel  much 
better  when  the  Senator  from  North  Da¬ 
kota  and  I  see  matters  alike.  I  regret 
very  much  that  that  is  not  the  case  in 
this  instance. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  In  this  instance  I  am 
probably  for  the  first  time  opposing  an 
increase  in  an  agricultural  appropriation. 
I  am  doing  so  largely  because  I  think  I  am 
working  for  the  best  interests  of  the  ag¬ 
ricultural  program,  over  the  long  pull, 
by  adopting  such  a  course.  This  is  one 
of  the  most  important  programs  in  ag¬ 
riculture.  I  think  I  fought  as  hard  as 
did  anyone  else  to  save  it  last  year. 

The  problem  involves  more  than  soil 
conservation  alone.  It  is  tied  up  with 
every  other  agricultural  program,  par¬ 
ticularly  in  the  administration  of  price- 
support  programs.  To  me  the  most  im¬ 
portant  piece  of  legislation  now  pending 
before  the  Congress  so  far  as  farmers  are 
concerned  is^the  long-range  price-sup¬ 
port  program.  I  very  much  hope  that 
the  bill  sponsored  by  Senator  Aiken  and 
the  Senate  Agriculture  Committee  will 
pass  at  this  session. 

With  respect  to  soil  conservation,  I 
take  the  position  that  in  comparatively 
good  times  appropriations  should  be  held 
down  to  the  minimum,  in  much  the  same 
way  as  we  would  hold  down  public  works 
or  public-building  programs.  When 
times  are  harder,  appropriations  should 
be  increased. 

In  my  judgment  the  chairman  of  the 
subcommittee,  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  Brooks]  and  the  Republican  ma¬ 
jority  are  to  be  congratulated  on  their 
efforts  in  behalf  of  agriculture.  The  bill 
contains  an  appropriation  of  $575,000,000 
for  REA,  which  is  approximately  half  as 
much  as  all  the  funds  previously  appro¬ 
priated  in  all  years.  It  contains  more 
funds  for  agricultural  research  that  have 
ever  been  previously  appropriated.  Such 
research  involves  finding  new  markets 
and  new  uses  for  agricultural  products, 
for  insect  control,  plant  breeding,  and 
many  other  important  agricultural  pro¬ 
grams. 

The  bill  contains  more  money  for  ex¬ 
tension  work  than  has  ever  been  previ¬ 
ously  appropriated.  I  say  again  that  I 
believe  that  the  chairman  of  the  sub¬ 
committee  and  the  Republican  majority 
are  to  be  congratulated.  I  think  they 
have  dealt  fairly  with  the  farmers,  and 
that  the  farmers  will  recognize  it. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  discuss  for  a  moment  the  REA 
program  for  the  fiscal  year  1948.  In  this 
connection  I  wish  to  call  attention  to 
correspondence  which  I  had  earlier  in 
the  year  with  numerous  applicants  for 
electric  service  through  the  REA  coop¬ 
eratives. 


My  colleague  the  junior  Senator  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  Brooks],  chairman  of  the 
subcommittee  now  handling  the  meas¬ 
ure  before  the  Senate,  has  conversed 
with  me  about  certain  statements  which 
I  made  in  that  correspondence.  He  also 
made  public  mention  of  the  correspond¬ 
ence  at  one  of  the  hearings  of  the  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committee  at  which  I  was 
not  present,  since  I  am  not  a  member  of 
that  committee. 

Early  this  year  I  received  many  in¬ 
quiries  from  persons  who  were  desirous 
of  obtaining  electrical  service,  and  who 
had  been  unsuccessful  in  their  efforts  be¬ 
cause  their  cooperative  had  not  been  able 
to  get  the  funds  necessary  to  extend 
service  through  the  REA  program. 

I  made  inquiry  of  the  REA  on  behalf 
of  two  specific  cooperatives  which  had 
written  to  me  about  their  program,  and 
I  was  advised  that  their  applications  for 
loans  were  on  file,  but  that  the  loans 
could  not  be  made  during  the  current 
-fiscal  year.  I  advised  the  applicants  to 
this  effect,  and  stated  among  other 
things : 

In  my  opinion  the  primary  reason  for  your 
failure  to  obtain  electricity  can  be  traced 
directly  to  the  slashing  of  the  appropriations 
for  rural -electrification  activities  by  the 
Eightieth  Congress. 

I  explained  to  the  applicants  the  pro¬ 
cedure  by  which  the  appropriations  were 
reduced,  advising  that  the  REA  had 
asked  for,  and  the  Budget  Bureau  had 
approved,  a  request  for  $250,000,000;  that 
the  House  Committee  on  Appropriations 
cut  the  amount  to  $225,000,000,  and  the 
House  approved  that  figure;  and  that  the 
Agricultural  Subcommittee  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Appropriations  of  the  Senate 
concurred  in  the  reduction,  the  Senate 
approving  it.  Perhaps  I  did  not  go  into 
sufficient  detail  in  explaining  the  pro¬ 
cedure. 

As  we  all  know,  when  the  agricultural 
appropriation  bill  came  from  the  Senate 
committee  it  carried  the  amount  of  the 
'Original  request,  namely,  $250,000,000. 
However,  after  the  bill  had  passed  the 
Senate  in  this  form  it  went  to  conference, 
and  the  Senate  conferees,  composed  of 
members  of  the  Agricultural  Subcom¬ 
mittee  of  the  Senate  Appropriations 
Committee,  concurred  in  the  cut  of  $25,- 
000,000  made  by  the  House,  and  the  bill 
became  a  law  with  the  REA  appropria¬ 
tion  reduced  by  that  amount.  Regard¬ 
less  of  prior  Senate  action,  the  Senate 
conferees  agreed  to  the  reduction.  The 
result  was  as  I  advised  my  constituents, 
a  slash  in  REA  funds  which,  in  my  opin¬ 
ion,  was  the  primary  reason  for  the  fail¬ 
ure  of  their  cooperatives  to  receive  loans, 
and  for  the  failure  to  supply  them  with 
the  service  they  needed.  The  best  evi¬ 
dence  of  that  is  the  fact  that  under  this 
year’s  .appropriation  bill,  the  REA  re¬ 
ceives,  as  I  understand,  $100,000,000  more 
than  was  requested  by  the  budget.  Mr. 
President,  that  is  all  I  care  to  say  upon 
that  question. 

I  wish  to  say  just  a  few  words  in  re¬ 
gard  to  the  matter  pending  before  the 
Senate.  Mr.  President,  I  support  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  junior  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Georgia  to  restore  the  authori¬ 
zation  for  the  triple  A  conservation  pro¬ 
gram  for  the  crop-year  1949  to  $300,- 
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000,000,  as  recommended  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent  of  the  United  States  in  his  1949 
budget  message. 

From  the  point  of  view  of  our  long¬ 
time  survival  as  a  nation,  there  is  no 
more  important  matter  which  we  have 
to  vote  on  than  this  question  of  how 
much  money  shall  be  authorized  to  be 
expended  for  the  conservation  of  our 
soil. 

So  long  as'  this  Nation  shall  exist,  in 
good  times  and  in  bad,  the  productivity 
of  our  land  will  be  the  principal  element 
upon  which  we  must  depend  for  prosper¬ 
ity  and  security.  The  world  position  of 
the  United  States  a  century  from  now 
may  be  foretold  by  the  manner  in  which 
we  guard  our  resources;  and  our  most 
important  resource  is,  not  our  oil,  not 
our  coal,  not  the  minerals  in  the  ground, 
but  the  sparse  few  inches  of  topsoil  on 
the  farms  of  this  Nation  upon  which  each 
and  every  one  of  us  depend  for  food  and 
fiber. 

In  the  150  years  since  the  American 
people  began  to  sweep  over  the  Alleghe¬ 
nies,  across  the  prairies  of  my  native 
Middle  West,  through  the  Rocky  Moun¬ 
tains,  and  on  to  the  Pacific  Ocean,  we 
have  run  through  vast  stocks  of  produc¬ 
tive  land.  More  than  any  other  nation 
in  history,  we  have  depleted  our  basic 
wealth.  If  we  were  to  go  on  at  this  rate 
for  another  century,  this  country  could 
very  easily  become  unable  to  feed  its  own 
people  adequately. 

The  triple  A  program  was  a  logical  and 
statesmanlike  step  taken  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  which  understood  deeply  the  truth 
that  the  future  of  our  country  depends 
on  how  well  we  take  care  of  the  fertile 
farm  land  in  America.  When  the  years 
of  the  war  came  along,  it  became  per¬ 
fectly  clear  how  sound  the  triple  A  pro¬ 
gram  was.  The  farmers  of  the  country 
were  called  upon  to  produce  great  quan¬ 
tities  of  food — not  only  enough  to  feed 
our  own  people,  but  enough  to  feed  mil¬ 
lions  of  people  abroad,  as  well. 

Mr.  President,  after  we  in  this  Cham¬ 
ber  have  long  been  forgotten  and  after 
the  people  of  the  United  States  have  dis¬ 
cussed  many  times  the  deeds  and  activi¬ 
ties  of  the  late  President  Franklin  D. 
Roosevelt,  in  my  humble  judgment  he 
will  be  as  long  remembered  for  the  in¬ 
auguration  of  the  soil-conservation  pro- 
giam  in  the  early  days  of  his  adminis¬ 
tration  as  for  anything  else  he  ever  did. 

Our  soil  has  felt  the  effects  of  our 
amazing  wartime  drive  for  food  produc¬ 
tion.  Since  the  end  of  the  war,  the  farm¬ 
er  has  not  slackened  his  pace.  The  land 
is  being  called  on,  year  after  year,  to 
perform  miracles  of  production,  in  order 
to  feed  the  hungry  of  Europe,  as  well  as 
to  piovide  the  best  diet  the  American 
people  ever  had.  We  cannot  continue 
indefinitely  to  exhaust  the  soil  without 
being  positively  sure  we  are  putting  back 
into  it  the  elements  it  needs  if  it  is  to 
remain  permanently  productive. 

For  many  years  prior  to  the  time  when 
the  Republican  majority  took  over  the 
control  of  the  Congress,  the  appropria¬ 
tion  and  authorization  for  the  soil  con¬ 
servation  had  been  at  least  $300,000,000. 
It  was  not  until  the  first  agricultural  ap¬ 
propriation  bill  was  brought  out  under 
Republican  auspices  that  it  became  ap¬ 


parent  that  some  Members  of  the  Con¬ 
gress  no  longer  shared  the  general  view 
that  we  could  not  afford  to  economize 
with  the  preservation  of  our  most  pre¬ 
cious  natural  resource.  Last  year’s  bill 
slashed  the  authorization  for  the  year 
1948  in  half,  down  to  $150,000,000. 

The  report  of  the  House  Committee  on 
Appropriations  suggested  that — 

Well-considered  expressions  of  opinion  were 
placed  before  the  committee  to  the  effect 
that  soil  conservation  payments  should  be 
deleted  entirely  from  the  bill,  but  the  com¬ 
mittee  believed  it  should  be  tapered  off  be¬ 
ginning  with  the  present  crop  year  and  com¬ 
pletely  eliminated  for  the  crop  year  1948, 
because  the  question  of  a  long-range  agri¬ 
cultural  program  is  a  matter  which  must  be 
reexamined  and  redetermined  by  the  legis¬ 
lative  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  by  the 
Congress. 

I  cannot  help  but  refer  to  the  thinking 
of  certain  Republican  Members  of  the 
Congress  who,  the  moment  they  came 
into  power,  began  tapering  off,  and  final¬ 
ly  wanted  to  eliminate  forever  the  soil- 
conservation  program  of  this  Nation. 
That  was  the  thinking  of  Harding  and  of 
Hoover,  Mr.  President,  as  demonstrated 
when  they  vetoed  one  bill  after  another 
which  the  farmers  of  the  Midwest  had 
enacted  during  the  McNary-Haugen 
days.  Everyone  knows  that  at  that  par¬ 
ticular  time  two  Republicans,  McNary 
and  Haugen,  introduced  one  bill  after  an¬ 
other,  which  were  passed  with  the  aid  of 
Democrats  in  Congress;  but  when  they 
reached  the  Republican  President  who 
was  in  office  at  that  time  they  were 
vetoed.  I  cannot  help  but  think  those 
who  attempted  to  destroy  the  soil-con¬ 
servation  program  the  moment  the  Re¬ 
publicans  returned  to  power  were  still 
thinking  in  terms  of  yesterday,  when  Re¬ 
publican  Presidents  vetoed  these  meas¬ 
ures. 

In  my  considered  judgment,  last  year’s 
slash  of  the  authorization  by  50  percent 
struck  a  body  blow  at  the  whole  soil-con¬ 
servation  program.  The  great  difficulty 
about  the  program  is  that  it  involves  the 
necessity  for  getting  a  farmer  interested 
in  soil-conservation  practices  for  which 
he  does  not  receive  any  immediate  return 
in  increased  production.  It  is  the  public 
which  benefits  from  almost  all  conserva¬ 
tion  work,  particularly  as  it  controls  ero¬ 
sion  and  prevents  floods. 

On  privately  owned  land  in  almost 
every  community  there  are  many  neces¬ 
sary  conservation  jobs  that  farmers  can¬ 
not  afford  to  do,  and  should  not  be  ex¬ 
pected  to  do,  because  the  benefits  accrue 
primarily  to  the  public,  and  not  to  the 
individual.  The  important  job  which  the 
Government  has  to  do  is  to  get  the  farm¬ 
er  interested  in  the  program  and  to  keep 
up  his  interest  in  it.  When  the  Govern¬ 
ment  comes  along  and  says,  “We  are  re¬ 
ducing  the  authorization  for  this  pro¬ 
gram  by  half,’’  can  the  farmer  be  blamed 
for  assuming  that  the  Government  has 
lost  interest  in  the  program? 

This  lack  of  interest  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  will  be  brought  home  very 
clearly,  as  has  been  pointed  out  in  the 
course  of  this  debate,  when  the  checks 
for  conservation  practices  are  mailed  out 
this  year.  The  smaller  size  of  these 
checks  will  be  an  ample  indication  to 
every  farmer  of  what  has  happened  to 


the  soil-conservation  program  under  the 
control  of  the  Republican  majority. 

In  spite  of  the  sinister  suggestion  in 
the  report  of  the  House  Appropriations 
Committee  last  year  that  perhaps  the 
whole  soil-conservation  program  ought 
to  be  abandoned,  the  report  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  for  this  year  blandly  authorized 
an  appropriation  of  $225,000,000  for  the 
crop  year  of  1949,  without  commenting 
at  all*  on  the  reasons  for  the  selection  of 
this  figure  or  without  at  this  time  dis¬ 
paraging  the  necessity  for  the  triple  A 
program. 

The  report  of  the  Senate  committee 
approving  an  appropriation  of  $225,000,- 
000  suggests  that  the  recommended  pro¬ 
gram — I  use  the  words  of  the  report — 
“is  not  as  large  as  many  sincere  persons 
believe  desirable.”  The  report  goes  on 
to  suggest  that  the  authorization  is  suf¬ 
ficient  to  encourage  a  large  majority  of 
farmers  to  adopt  or  continue  soil-con¬ 
servation  practices  adaped  to  their  con¬ 
ditions  under  present  conditions  of  rela¬ 
tively  good  farm  income. 

Mr.  President,  we  must  remember  that 
what  we  did  last  year  is  very  important 
in  considering  what  we  ought  to  do  this 
year.  Soil  conservation  is  not  something 
we  can  start  and  stop  like  turning  water 
on  and  off  in  a  faucet.  This  year’s  in¬ 
crease  of  the  authorization  over  that  of 
last  year  will  bring  the  total  amount  for 
the  2-year  period  to  $375,000,000  for  a 
2-year  period,  when  it  is  perfectly  plain 
that  for  that  same  2-year  period  the 
amount  authorized  should  have  been 
$600,000,000. 

Unless  we  restore  the  authorization  for 
the  crop  year  194#  to  $300,000,000,  I  am 
very  much  afraid  we  will  have  left  the 
triple  A  program  in  such  crippled  con¬ 
dition  that  it  will  take  years  to  recover 
from  the  slash. 

More  than  3,000,000  farms  are  par¬ 
ticipating  in  the  program.  Many  of 
these  farms  are  operated  by  farmers 
who,  under  conditions  of  normal  pro¬ 
duction,  would  now  be  changing  the 
character  of  the  crops  which  they  raise 
in  order  to  restore  a  better  balance  be¬ 
tween  the  crops  which  exhaust  the  soil 
and  those  which  conserve  it.  If  we  were 
living  in  a  world  which  was  not  so 
desperately  hungry  for  food,  it  would  be 
possible  and  desirable  for  these  farmers 
to  go  back  to  their  ordinary  system  of 
raising  some  crops  which  would  put  back 
into  the  soil  the  elements  it  needs.  Food, 
however,  is  the  most  important  single 
factor  in  the  maintenance  of  world  peace. 
We  must  provide  food  at  all  costs  for 
famine-threatened  areas  of  Europe.  At 
the  same  time,  however,  we  have  to  be 
sure  of  maintaining  our  own  agricultural 
resources.  The  only  means  yet  devised 
for  preserving  these  resources  is  for  the 
Government  and  the  farmer  to  cooperate 
to  accomplish  this  through  an  adequate 
conservation  program.  If  there  ever  was 
a  time  when  it  was  important  not  to  try 
to  economize  with  the  soil-conservation 
program,  now  is  that  time. 

A  second  important  factor  which  must 
not  be  overlooked  is  that  many  of  the 
farmers  who  participate  in  the  program 
are  tenants  and  sharecroppers.  More 
than  one-third  of  the  farms  in  this  coun¬ 
try  are  operated' by  such  people.  Many 
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of  these  farms  do  not  yield  more  than  a 
bare  subsistence  to  the  operators,  but, 
taken  as  a  whole,  they  represent  a  large 
part  of  our  agricultural  resources  which 
must  be  preserved  to  meet  our  present 
and  future  needs.  But,  is  it  not  perfectly 
plain  that  a  farmer  who  is  a  tenant  and 
who  does  not  know  how  long  he  will  re¬ 
main  on  that  particular  farm,  or  a 
farmer  who  is  barely  able  to  make  a  liv¬ 
ing^  from  his  land,  is  not  in  a  position 
which  will  encourage  him  to  use  proper 
conservation  methods  without  assistance 
and  encouragement  from  the  Govern¬ 
ment? 

Mr.  President,  soil  conservation  can¬ 
not  and  should  not  be  made  a  political 
football.  It  should  not  be  made  the  vic¬ 
tim  of  the  Republican  drive  for  econ¬ 
omy.  No  more  shortsighted  move  could 
be  made  by  the  Congress  than  to  try  to 
economize  at  the  expense  of  America’s 
farm  land.  That  land  is  held  by  the 
farmer  in  trust  for  the  United  States  of 
America  and  for  generations  yet  unborn. 
We  have  no  right  to  gamble  with  the 
security  and  prosperity  of  our  country  by 
abandoning  the  entire  program  for  the 
preservation  of  the  soil. 

We  have  only  to  look  about  us  in  the 
world  to  see  what  can  happen  to  nations 
which  do  not  understand  the  basic  lesson 
that  the  land  must  be  preserved.  The 
poverty  and  misery  of  the  countless  mil¬ 
lions  of  people  in  China  is  due  basically 
to  the  poor  condition  of  the  soil  from 
which  the  Chinese  farmer  tries  to  wrest 
a  living. 

As  we  travel  through  our  own  country 
and  see  the  waving  fields  of  grain  we 
may  take  a  justifiable  pride  in  the  fer¬ 
tility  and  the  productivity  of  the  Ameri¬ 
can  farm  land.  But  in  that  pride  there 
must  also  be  an  element  of  caution  that 
we  will  be  able  to  hand  on  to  our  children 
and  our  grandchildren  a  country  which 
is  capable  of  sustaining  itself  out  of  the 
land.  We  have  learned  a  great  deal  in 
the  last  50  years  concerning  what  we 
must  do  if  we  expect  our  land  to  be 
permanently  productive.  I  have  no 
doubt  there  is  a  great  deal  more  to  be 
learned. 

Mr.  President,  let  us  reverse  the  trend 
begun  last  year  to  economize  at  the  ex¬ 
pense  of  our  farm  land  and  restore  this 
program  to  the  level  at  which  it  has  been 
maintained  for  many  many  years.  We 
cannot  risk  the  scorn  and  contempt 
which  future  generations  will  heap  upon 
us  if  we  do  otherwise. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President,  I 
desire  to  make  only  a  few  observations. 
I  intend  to  support  the  amendment  of¬ 
fered  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
Russell],  With  regard  to  a  point  that 
was  raised  a  moment  ago  by  the  senior 
Senator  from  Illinois,  it  seems  to  me  there 
is  the  implication  involved  that  this  pro¬ 
gram  is  for  the  benefit  of  individual 
farmers  primarily  rather  than  for  the 
benefit  of  the  public  as  a  whole.  That 
has  some  significance,  particularly  with 
regard  to  the  limitation  of  $750  on  pay¬ 
ments  as  now  contained  in  the  bill,  rep¬ 
resenting  an  increase  from  $500.  The 
thought  seems  to  me  to  be  that  this  is 
a  sort  of  relief  program  for  the  benefit 
of  the  individual  farmer,  rather  than  an 
over-all  program  to  try  to  build  the  soil 


from  the  standpoint  of  a  national  asset. 
It  occurs  to  me  that  not  only  should  the 
amount  be  increased  to  $300,000,000,  as  it 
was,  but  also  that  the  limitation  should 
be  removed  or  greatly  increased,  in  or¬ 
der  that  some  incentive  may  be  given  to 
all  classes  of  farmers  regardless  of  the 
size  of  their  farms.  But,  of  course,  the 
amendment  under  consideration  now  is 
the  basic  one,  and  the  amount  certainly 
should  be  increased  from  $225,000,000  to 
$300,000,000,  as  the  senior  Senator  from 
Illinois  has  so  eloquently  expressed. 

I  was  very  much  interested  in  the  re¬ 
port  of  the  Appropriations  Committee. 
I  know  some  excerpts  have  been  read 
into  the  Record  by  the  last  two  or  three 
speakers,  but  I  should  like  to  read  in 
sequence  from  page  12  of  the  report  so 
as  to  give,  I  think,  a  complete  idea  of 
what  was  going  on  in  the  minds  of  the 
committee.  I  read  from  page  12  of  the 
report,  as  follows: 

Experiences  in  this  country  over  a  period 
of  200  years  demonstrate  that,  without  a 
positive  program  for  conservation,  agricul¬ 
tural  practices  will  be  such  as  to  permit  de¬ 
structive  forces  of  water,  wind,  and  cropping 
to  destroy  the  productive  qualities  of  even 
our  most  favorably  located  agricultural 
lands.  The  recommended  program  authori¬ 
zation  is  not  as  large  as  many  sincere  per¬ 
sons  believe  desirable.  On  the  other  hand, 
the  committee  believes  that  the  authoriza¬ 
tion  is  sufficient  to  encourage  a  large  ma¬ 
jority  of  farmers  to  adopt  or  continue  soil- 
conservation  practices  adapted  to  their  con¬ 
ditions  under  present  conditions  of  rela¬ 
tively  good  farm  income.  Furthermore,  a 
conservative  program  for  this  purpose  is  less 
likely  to  meet  with  public  disfavor  in  this 
period  of  heavy  demands  upon  the  public 
treasury. 

This  statement  apparently  recognizes 
the  importance  of  the  program  and  in¬ 
dicates,  to  my  mind  at  least,  that  the 
committee  itself  is  not  at  all  certain  that 
the  amount  is  adequate. 

The  last  sentence,  reading  again,  is: 
Furthermore  a  conservative  program  for 
this  purpose  is  less  likely  to  meet  with  pub¬ 
lic  disfavor  in  this  period  of  heavy  demands 
upon  the  public  treasury. 

I  believe  this  sentence  is  perhaps  in¬ 
dicative  of  the  committee’s  opinion.  It 
indicates  to  me  that  there  may  be  more 
concern  for  “public  disfavor”  than  with 
a  factual  determination  of  the  adequacy 
or  inadequacy  of  the  program. 

I  do  not  believe  the  committee,  nor 
Congress  itself,  needs  so  to  concern  it¬ 
self  about  “public  disfavor,”  in  the  ap¬ 
propriation  of  adequate  funds  for  this 
program.  I  cannot  testify  for  the  en¬ 
tire  country,  of  course,  but  I  can  assure 
the  Senate  that  the  people  of  Arkansas, 
at  least,  recognize  the  AAA  soil-con¬ 
servation  practices  program  for  what  it 
is:  a  sound  program  of  economy  which 
will  many  times  repay  the  investment 
made  now  in  the  conservation  and  pro- 
dutive  capacity  of  our  agricultural  lands. 
The  program  is  considered  so.  important 
to  the  farmers  of  Arkansas  that  they 
held  meetings  all  over  the  State  and 
sent  a  representative  from  each  con¬ 
gressional  district  to  testify  before  the 
committee  on  behalf  of  the  program. 
This  is  what  one  of  the  farmers  said  be¬ 
fore  the  committee: 

I  have  followed  the  AAA  program  from  Its 
inception.  I  have  watched  the  results  of 
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AAA  practices  as  applied  to  my  own  soil 
and  the  land  of  my  neighbors’  farms.  With¬ 
out  question  the  AAA  program  and  its  re¬ 
sults  have  been  of  greater  benefit  to  farm 
people  than  any  other  one  or  group  of  activi¬ 
ties  ever  undertaken. 

There  is  no  doubt  in  my  mind  that  this 
is  the  general  opinion  of  Arkansas  farm¬ 
ers,  as  well  as  of  all  those  people  who 
know  the  value  of  conservation  practices. 
I  think  it  may  well  be  the  opinion  of  all 
the  people  of  the  country  who  know,  or 
are  in  a  position  to  learn,  these  values. 

There  seems  to  be  considerable  incon¬ 
sistency  in  the  expressed  opinion  of  the 
committee.  The  value  of  the  program  is 
recognized.  It  is  termed  “a  positive  pro¬ 
gram  for  conservation”  to  prevent  “de¬ 
structive  forces  of  water,  wind,  and  crop¬ 
ping  to  destroy  the  productive  qualities  of 
even  our  most  favorably  located  agri¬ 
cultural  lands.”  Then  appearing  to 
recognize  the  possible  inadequacy  of  the 
program,  the  committee  prefers  to  err  on 
the  side  of  too  little.  While  this  is  no 
doubt  a  proper  approach  to  general  ap¬ 
propriations,  there  is  to  my  mind  consid¬ 
erable  doubt  that  it  is  the  wiser  course 
where  a  conservation  program  of  such 
importance  is  concerned.  The  committee 
thus  favors  a  conservative  conservation 
program. 

If  this  program  is  of  such  positive 
value,  as  I  am  sure  it  is,  it  seems  to  me 
that  this  critical  period  of  history  de¬ 
mands  that  it  be  furnished  adequate 
funds.  We  have  just  left  a  period  where 
the  productive  capacities  of  our  farms 
have  been  strained  to  the  job  of  furnish¬ 
ing  foods  and  fibers  for  war.  We  have 
just  entered  a  period  which  will  require 
an  even  greater  productivity  and  a  great¬ 
er  strain,  to  meet  the  demands  of  the  re¬ 
covery  program.  While  it  is  true  that 
farmers  are  in  a  relatively  better  posi¬ 
tion  to  accomplish  soil  conservation 
practices  themselves,  this  fact  only  em¬ 
phasizes  the  desirability  of  encourag¬ 
ing  this  capacity,  of  taking  advantage  of 
it  for  the  maximum  extension  of  soil 
conservation  practices. 

That  point  seems  to  me  to  be  mis¬ 
understood  or  misrepresented.  The  very 
fact  that  farmers  are  in  good  con¬ 
dition  now  and  are  relatively  prosperous 
is  an  excellent  reason  why  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  should  encourage  a  greater 
expenditure,  because  the  farmers  are 
in  better  position  to  respond  by  actually 
spending  their  own  money,  at  the  rate 
of  approximately  $2  to  1  cent  spent 
by  the  Government,  as  wa§  mentioned 
a  moment  ago.  If  farmers  find  them¬ 
selves  in  hard  times,  as  they  were 
in  the  1920’s,  in  the  last  administration 
of  the  Republican  Party,  the  whole  bur¬ 
den  will  fall  upon  the  Government  if 
nothing  adequate  is  done.  The  pro¬ 
gram,  has  been  considered  by  some  per¬ 
sons  as  sort  of  a  relief  or  hand-out  pro¬ 
gram  for  the  individual  farmer  to  keep 
him  going.  That,  to  my  mind,  is  a  mis¬ 
conception  of  the  program.  The  pur¬ 
pose  is  to  rebuild  and  to  maintain  the 
soil.  It  is  unimportant  whether  the 
farmers  who  happen  to  perform  the  prac¬ 
tices  which  are  recommended  and 
known  to  be  beneficial  are  large  or  small 
operators,  if  they  actually  perform  the 
service.  The  fact  that  farmers  are  now 
fairly  prosperous  makes  them  more 
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willing  and  able  to  perform.  I  think  it 
will  have  a  great  influence  on  sustaining 
the  present  prosperity  in  the  field  if  we 
can  keep  the  program  operating  at  full 
strength. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  The  large  farmer  does 
not  have  to  accept  it  unless  he  wants  to. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  That  is  correct. 
The  farmers  do  not  have  to  participate. 
There  is  nothing  compulsory  about  the 
whole  program.  I  think  there  is  an  in¬ 
centive — and  that  is  all  it  is — to  the 
farmer  to  spend  his  own  money  and 
effort  in  the  program.  We  want  to  ac¬ 
complish  the  objective  of  keeping  pro¬ 
ductive  soil  in  place  where  it  will  produce 
for  the  future.  The  most  efficient  farm¬ 
ers  are  those  who  have  sufficiently  large 
units  to  apply  the  most  modern  tech¬ 
niques  of  cultivation,  who  are  able  to 
secure  the  best  machines,  and  who 
understand  the  most  modern  methods  of 
fertilization.  Recognition  of  the  value  of 
the  program  carries  with  it  recognition 
of  the  necessity  for  the  incentives  of 
Government  participation.  This  being 
true,  it.would  seem  to  imply  also  that  in¬ 
centives  are  needed  even  more  during 
times  of  relative  prosperity. 

There  is  a  much  more  compelling  rea¬ 
son,  however,  why  we  should  now  have 
an  adequate  soil-conservation  program. 
The  days  when  farmers  could  move  from 
one  depleted  farm  to  new  lands  have 
gone.  Geographical  extension  being  no 
longer  possible,  it  is  absolutely  essential 
that  we  protect  what  we  now  have,  and 
that  we  develop  what  we  now  have  to  its 
maximum  productive  efficiency.  We  are 
now  in  effect  mobilizing  our  military 
strength.  We  are  also  taking  steps  to 
insure  adequate  industrial  productivity, 
stock  piling  materials  and  assuring  avail¬ 
ability  of  factories  for  war  machinery. 
We  should  also  simultaneously  build  up 
the  lands  which  will  produce  the  neces¬ 
sary  commodities  for  war,  in  order  that 
our  armies  and  our  industry  may  have 
the  produce  essential  to  their  purposes. 

Mr.  President,  there  is  another  aspect 
of  the  particular  program  which  rose  in 
my  mind  when  the  senior  Senator  from 
Illinois  was  speaking  a  moment  ago.  It 
seems  that  last  year  some  persons  got 
the  idea  that  the  program  would  be 
tapered  off  and  stopped. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  that  was 
a  part  of  the  suggestion  made  by  the 
House  of  Representatives. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Yes.  It  would  now 
seem  that  this  halfway  reinstatement  of 
the  program  might  possibly  be  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  complaints  arising  from  that 
situation,  and  it  might  not  be  a  coinci¬ 
dental  factor  that  this  is  an  election  year. 
If  there  should  be  a  Republican  admin¬ 
istration  next  year,  there  might  be  a  pro¬ 
posal  to  eliminate  the  program  entirely, 
because  there  seems  to  be  very  little 
enthusiasm  for  it. 

Mr.  President,  I  certainly  hope  that 
the  Senate  will  support  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
Russell], 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  after  lis¬ 
tening  to  the  argument  of  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  [Mr.  Russell]  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  [Mr.  Lucas]  and  other  ar¬ 
guments  this  afternoon,  I  find  myself  in 
the  peculiar  position  of  realizing  that 
all  the  arguments  are  based  on  sound 


premises.  Therefore  we  have  to  balance 
one  against  the  other  and  make  up  our 
minds  what  we  should  do  under  the  pres¬ 
ent  circumstances,  when  two  sound  ar¬ 
guments  clash  with  each  other,  as  they 
have  this  afternoon. 

The  Senator  from  Georgia  has  rightly 
set  forth  the  value  of  soil  maintenance. 
Probably  no  program  in  which  this  Gov¬ 
ernment  has  ever  engaged  is  of  more  vi¬ 
tal  importance  in  the  long  run  than  the 
program  to  restore  'and.  maintain  the 
fertility  of  the  soil  upon  which  the  pros¬ 
perity  and  the  very  existence  of  all  of  us 
depend.  The  soil-improvement  work 
and  the  soil-conservation  work  have 
both  been  outstanding.  The  accom¬ 
plishments  have  been  quite  remarkable. 
Without  these  programs  it  is  a  fore¬ 
gone  conclusion  that  the  farmers  of 
America  could  not  have  produced  the 
enormous  crops  which  have  been  pro¬ 
duced  during  the  year.  Without  the 
continuance  of  a  good,  substantial  pro¬ 
gram  it  is  a  foregone  conclusion  that  the 
time  will  come  when  we  shall  be  unable 
to  meet  the  needs  of  the  people  of  our 
own  country,  to  say  nothing  of  helping 
the  rest  of  the  world.  The  work  of  the 
Soil  Conservation  Service,  carried  on 
through  such  activities  as  providing  for 
the  application  of  lime  and  superphos¬ 
phates  directly  to  the  soil,  for  water  con¬ 
servation,  for  mulching  orchards,  for 
forest  practices,  and  for  drainage  of  wet 
land,  has  been  a  mighty  contributing  fac¬ 
tor  toward  putting  American  agriculture 
where  it  is  today.  Our  soil  is  in  the 
most  productive  condition  in  which  it 
has  ever  been. 

I  agree  with  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
that  Congress  made  a  mistake  a  year  ago 
in  cutting  the  appropriation  from  $265,- 
000,000  to  $150,000,000  for  this  year’s 
program.  As  the  Senator  from  Arkansas 
[Mr.  McClellan]  pointed  out,  there  has 
been  a  reduction  in  the  number  of  par¬ 
ticipants  as  a  result  of  the  reduction  in 
the  appropriation.  Those  who  are  fail¬ 
ing  to  participate  this  year  are  for  the 
most  part  small  farmers  whose  land 
needs  attention.  So  I  think  we  made  a 
mistake  a  year  ago.  But  the  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee  has  gone  far  toward 
remedying  that  mistake.  When  I  lis¬ 
tened  to  the  speech  of  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  Brooks]  I  realized  that  he 
was  telling  us  what  we  should  hear.  The 
Senator  from  Illinois  and  his  associates 
have  done  a  very  fine  work  in  preparing 
the  appropriation  bill  which  is  now  be¬ 
fore  the  Senate.  I  think  the  committee 
has  done  the  most  conscientious  work 
that  I  have  seen  done  by  any  Appropri¬ 
ations  Committee  since  I  have  been  a 
Member  of  the  Senate. 

It  is  true  that  the  committee  went 
along  with  the  House  in  reducing  to 
$75,000,000  the  soil-conservation  appro¬ 
priation,  the  ACP  appropriation,  as  it 
is  called  in  agricultural  language.  But 
the  over-all  farm  program  which  the 
Appropriations  Committee  is  asking  us 
to  vote  for  and  to  appropriate  for  is  in 
the  aggregate  much  more  than  was  re¬ 
quested  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget. 
The  committee  found  that  insufficient 
funds  had  been  requested  for  REA,  so 
the  House  authorized  and  the  Senate 
concurred  in  additional  borrowing  power 
amounting  to  $100,000,000  to  provide  for 


the  more  rapid  expansion  of  REA  lines. 
The  Senate  committee  found  that  insuffi¬ 
cient  money  was  appropriated  for  re¬ 
search  work,  so  it  added  to  the  amount. 
It  appropriated  $11,500,000  for  meat  in¬ 
spection:  This,  we  must  admit  was  not 
in  the  Budget  request. 

This  could  not  have  been  in  the  Budget 
request,  we  must  admit,  because  the  law 
requiring  it  was  not  enacted  until  after 
the  Budget  sent  their  request  to  the  Con¬ 
gress.  They  afforded  $6,000,000  addi¬ 
tional  for  soil  conservation.  They  rec¬ 
ommended  $70,000,000  of  section  32  funds 
for  the  support  of  agricultural  prices  as 
compared  to  the  recommendation  of 
$44,000,000  on  the  part  of  the  Bureau  of 
the  Budget. 

When  I  think  of  how  much  better  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  has  done 
than  was  done  last  year,  or  might  have 
been  done  this  year,  I  feel  inclined  to 
support  their  contention  that  the  $225,- 
000,000  is  enough.  However,  that  is  not 
my  own  view.  I  do  not  thing  it  is  suffi¬ 
cient.  I  think  we  should  have  $250,- 
000,000  this  year  for  the  agricultural 
conservation  appropriation.  I  would 
even  support  $265,000,000,  putting  it  back 
to  what  we  had  for  the  year  1947. 

I  believe  that  in  asking  $300,000,000  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  is  asking  for  an 
amount  which  will  not  be  approved  by  the 
Senate.  I  have  a  feeling  that  $250,000,- 
000  would  be  approved,  and  I  would 
rather  ask  for  $250,000,000  to  make  th6 
soil  conservation  improvement  program 
better  and  get  it,  than  to  ask  for  $300,- 
000,000  and  not  get  it.  It  seems  to  me 
we  have  to  ask  ourselves  whether  we  are 
going  to  be  practical  in  this  matter  or 
not. 

I  hope  the  Senator  from  Georgia  will 
modify  his  request  to  ask  for  $250,000,- 
000  instead  of  $300,000,000,  because  I  feel 
that  amount  could  be  obtained.  I  do  not 
guarantee  anything,  of  course,  but  I  do 
feel  that  the 'chances  of  getting  $250,- 
000,000  are  much  better  than  getting 
$300,000,000,  and  that  we  would  have  a 
better  soil-improvement  program  if  we 
could  get  that. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Bricker  in  the  chair).  Does  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Vermont  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Georgia? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  appreciate  the  Sen¬ 
ator’s  interest.  In  the  event  the  Senate 
should  not  see  fit  to  adopt  my  amend¬ 
ment,  I  trust  the  Senator  will  offer  one 
calling  for  $250,000,000,  and  I  shall  be 
glad  to  support  his  amendment,  which 
I  gather  from  what  he  has  said  is  more 
than  he  intends  to  do  for  mine. 

The  Senator’s  statement  that  this  is 
the  best  appropriation  bill  that  has  ever 
been  before  us  certainly  cannot  be  true 
so  far  as  soil  conservation  is  concerned, 
because  it  is  less  than  half  the  amount 
carried  in  the  bill  for  many  years  for  that 
purpose. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  think  I  amended  my 
statement  to  say  that  it  was  a  much  bet¬ 
ter  appropriation  bill  than  we  had  last 
year. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Oh,  yes. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  said  I  thought  the  com¬ 
mittee  had  been  as  conscientious  in  its 
work  as  any  committee  has  been  since 
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I  have  been  a  Member  of  the  Congress. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  It  is  an  infinitely  bet¬ 
ter  bill  than  the  bill  last  year,  but,  so 
far  as  meeting  the  need  of  soil  conserva¬ 
tion  is  concerned,  it  is  less  than  half  the 
amount  provided  for  8  or  10  years. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  The  Senator  is  entirely 
correct,  but  we  must  recall  that  condi¬ 
tions  were  different  at  that  time,  that 
farmers  really  did  not  have  money  to  en¬ 
able  them  to  apply  lime  and  other  ma¬ 
terials  to  their  soils  in  those  days.  I 
think  it  has  turned  out  to  have  been 
wise  to  make  the  large  appropriations 
in  the  30’s,  because  they  stood  us  in  good 
stead  during  the  war  years,  when  we  had 
to  get  the  last  possible  ounce  of  produc¬ 
tion  out  of  the  soil. 

I  do  not  think  I  shall  offer  any  amend¬ 
ment  to  make  the  amount  $250,000,000, 
but  as  I  have  been  listening  to  the  argu¬ 
ments  here  this  afternoon,  it  has  seemed 
to  me  that  I  could  discern  the  earmarks 
of  a  political  campaign  in  some  way.  It 
seems  to  me  to  be  much  better  to  ask  for 
$250,000,000  and  get  a  better  soil-im¬ 
provement  program  than  to  ask  for  $300,- 
000,000  and  perhaps  get  a  campaign  is¬ 
sue  out  of  it.  It  is  better  for  the  country, 
at  least. 

I  do  not  like  to  see  agricultural  mat¬ 
ters  thrown  into  politics,  and  I  would 
not  like  to  see  Democrats  going  out  and 
saying,  “We  tried  to  get  $300,000,000,  and 
the  Republicans  voted  it  down,”  and  the 
Republicans  going  out  and  saying,  “The 
President  did  not  ask  for  enough  for 
REA  by  $100,000,000,  and  we  had  to  put 
it  in  on  the  Hill.”  Let  us  eliminate  both 
those  possibilities,  and  get  the  best  we 
can.  I  should  like  to  see  the  appropria¬ 
tion  $265,000,000,  but  if  we  can  get  $250,- 
000,000  and  the  Senate  will  stand  by  its 
action  as  it  did  a  year  ago,  unanimously, 
it  seems  to  me  that  is  the  best  we  can  do 
this  year. 

Mi’.  BROOKS.  Mr.  President,  prob¬ 
ably  the  Senate  is  about  ready  to  vote, 
but  I  wish  to  call  as  one  of  my  wit¬ 
nesses  to  the  soundness  of  the  position 
the  chairman  of  the  subcommittee  and 
those  supporting  him  are  taking,  the 
president  of  the  American  Farm  Bureau 
Federation.  I  know  of  no  organization 
with  a  greater  devotion  to  and  under¬ 
standing  of  farm  problems  in  America 
than  the  American  Farm  Bureau  Fed¬ 
eration.  These  are  the  words  of  the 
president  of  that  federation  as  he  tes¬ 
tified  before  our  committee: 

The  federation  supports  the  House  author¬ 
ization  for  the  Department  to  plan  a  $225,- 
000,000  agricultural  conservation  program 
for  the  fiscal  year  1950  on  the  basis  that  the 
program  will  be  so  administered  as  to  assure 
the  allocation  of  funds  to  the  States  on  the 
basis  of  need.” 

That  is  exactly  what  we  are  doing.  He 
proceeded  to  say: 

If  this  is  not  done,  we  then  urge  that  Con¬ 
gress  authorize  planning  of  the  program  for 
the  fiscal  year  1950  on  the  basis  of  $300,- 
000,000. 

As  I  stated  before,  we  wrote  in  the 
basis  of-  need  last  year,  and  that  carries 
with  it  the  support  of  the  American  Farm 
Bureau.  We  are  now  asking  the  Senate 
to  approve  a  program  which  the  farm¬ 
ers’  organizations  themselves  approve. 


Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of 
a  quorum. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  withhold  his  suggestion  un¬ 
til  I  may  make  a  brief  statement? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Certainly. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  wish  to  reply  briefly 
to  the  charge  of  the  Senator  from  Ver¬ 
mont  regarding  politics. 

I  would  support  soil-conservation  ap¬ 
propriations  without  regard  to  whether 
there  was  a  Democrat  or  a  Republican  in 
the  White  House,  or  whether  the  ma¬ 
jority  of  the  House  or  the  Senate  was 
Republican  or  Democrat.  I  had  the 
honor  to  handle  the  agricultural  appro¬ 
priation  bill  for  a  number  of  years,  and 
I  never  entertained  or  evidenced  any  idea 
of  partisanship,  even  in  the  slightest  de¬ 
gree,  at  the  time  I  was  piloting  the  bill 
through  the  Senate.  I  hope  I  have  dis¬ 
played  no  partisanship  in  my  efforts  to 
assist  in  writing  two  reasonable  agricul¬ 
tural  bills,  the  one  for  last  year  and  the 
one  for  the  present  year. 

The  Senator  from  Vermont  may  make 
the  charge  if  he  chooses  to  do  so,  but  I 
want  to  say  that,  so  far  as  I  am  con¬ 
cerned,  there  is  absolutely  no  politics  in 
this  matter.  I  have  spoken  on  the  floor 
in  favor  of  larger  appropriations  for  the 
soil-conservation  program  when  such 
appropriations  were  cut  by  a  Democratic 
Congress,  and  made  exactly  the  same 
kind  of  fight  then  as  I  have  undertaken 
to  make  today.  I  am  surprised  to  hear 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  make  such  a 
statement  as  he  has  made. 

I  desire  further  to  refer  to  the  point 
which  has  been  made  that  because  farm 
income  is  good  now,  there  is  no  necessity 
for  making  any  increase  in  the  soil  con¬ 
servation  appropriation.  I  point  out  that 
the  most  devastating  loss  of  soil  fertility 
we  have  had  in  the  United  States  was 
during  and  immediately  after  the  First 
World  War,  when  farm  prices  for  many 
commodities  were  much  higher  than  they 
are  today,  and  when,  I  should  think,  the 
average  was  almost  as  high  as  it  is  to¬ 
day.  That  is  when  we  had  the  dust  bowl 
and  thousands  of  acres  of  land  vanished 
almost  overnight  on  the  wings  of  the 
wind.  That  was  also  when  we  mined  the 
earth,  but  we  had  no  soil -conservation 
program  at  all  at  that  time,  and  that  is 
the  reason  the  losses  were  so  great.  We 
are  undertaking  to  prevent  a  repetition 
of  that  great  disaster  which  followed  in 
the  wake  of  war,  when  we  had  to  expand 
our  production  too  greatly. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  been  interested 
in  this  program  since  its  inception.  I 
have  undertaken  to  secure  adequate  ap¬ 
propriations  and  to  see  that  the  money 
was  fairly  applied  all  over  the  United 
States.  I  have  sought  to  secure  in¬ 
creased  appropriations  for  the  Senator’s 
State  of  Vermont  to  carry  on  soil  conser¬ 
vation  activities,  because  I  believed  that 
it  was  a  national  program  which  was  of 
paramount  importance,  and  one  in  which 
every  good  citizen,  without  regard  to 
affiliation  of  political  party,  should  con¬ 
cern  himself. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  withhold  his  sug¬ 
gestion  of  the  absence  of  a  quorum? 


Mr.  BROOKS.  I  withhold  the  sug¬ 
gestion  of  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  have  enjoyed  working 
with  the  Senator  from  Georgia  for  a  good 
many  years  on  agricultural  matters,  and 
I  am  willing  to  say  here  and  now  that  no 
men  in  the  Senate  is  more  assiduous  in 
looking  after  the  welfare  of  agriculture 
than  is  the  genial  Senator  from  Georgia. 
But  I  do  say  that  when  people  read  the 
Congressional  Record  tomorrow,  and 
they  read  the  prepared  speeches  which 
were  delivered  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
in  favor  of  the  Senator’s  amendment, 
speeches  made  on  the  Democratic  side, 
they  are  going  to  say  that  there  was  poli¬ 
tics  involved,  and  I  know  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  is  not  gullible  enough  to 
believe  otherwise. 

I  also  realize  that  when  the  charge  is 
made  that  the  Republicans  have  cut  the 
soil  conservation  program  appropria¬ 
tion,  the  Republicans  are  going  to  come 
back  and  say  that  the  President  did  not 
ask  for  anywhere  near  enough  for  the 
REA.  Both  sides  are  going  to  make  the 
most  of  it. 

I  will  say,  however,  that  no  one  has 
worked  harder  for  American  agriculture 
than  has  the  Senator  from  Georgia.  I 
am  glad  to  say  that  for  the  benefit  of 
the  Record  and  for  the  benefit  of  every¬ 
one  who  can  hear  or  read. 

Now  with  regard  to  the  income  of  the 
farmers  being  such  today  that  they  do 
not  need  the  agricultural  programs.  I 
certainly  did  not  mean  to  infer  that.  I 
certainly  do  not  think  I  said  that,  be¬ 
cause  the  farmers’  parity  income  today  is 
not  anywhere  near  what  it  should  be. 
It  is  not  what  it  was  40  years  ago  when 
we  established  the  parity  formula.  We 
had  to  go  back  to  the  years  1909  to  1913 
to  find  a  parity  when  farm  income  was 
in  as  relatively  good  position  as  the  in¬ 
come  to  other  people.  And  now  when 
we  are  told  how  much  farm  income  has 
increased  those  who  do  so  go  back  to  the 
years  when  farm  income  was  lowest,  the 
years  when  we  were  making  large  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  assistance  of  farmers. 
I  have  made  it  clear  that  I  thought  those 
appropriations  were  justified. 

If  we  want  to  compare  farm  income  to¬ 
day  with  farm  expenses  today  and  go 
back  to  the  base  period  of  1909  to  1913, 
we  will  find  that  the  farmers  today  are 
receiving  164  percent  as  much  for  what 
they  sell  as  they  did  during  that  base 
period,  but  they  are  paying  247  percent 
as  much  for  the  things  they  buy.  In 
other  words,  farmers  are  relatively  worse 
off  today  than  they  were  40  years  ago. 
So  I  do  not  want  anyone  to  obtain  the 
idea  that  I  think  we  do  not  need  any 
farm  program  today;  that  the  farmers 
should  go  ahead  and  buy  all  kinds  of 
lime,  fertilizer,  and  other  materials,  dig 
ditches,  build  terraces  and  plant  trees 
and  cut  out  other  trees,  if  there  is  no 
agricultural  program,  because  they  can¬ 
not  afford  to  do  it,  particularly  the  small 
farmers. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  that  in  general 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  and  I  are  in 
agreement.  I  still  predict  that  both  par¬ 
ties  will  make  the  most  of  the  situation  in 
the  coming  election.  I  hope  they  do  not 
have  any  opportunity  to  do  so. 
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Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  there 
has  been  so  much  discussion  of  the  soil 
conservation  program  this  afternoon 
that  I  thought  it  might  be  well  for  the 
Senate  to  know  just  how  much  the  pro¬ 
gram  dealing  with  soil  conservation  and 
use  of  agricultural  land  resources  has 
cost  the  taxpayers  for  the  past  II  years. 
During  the  past  11  years  since  the  pro¬ 
gram  was  started  there  has  been  paid  out 
$4,948,900,000  on  just  this  one  phase  of 
the  agricultural  program. 

I  have  prepared  a  chart  dealing  with 
the  1947  agricultural-conservation  pro¬ 
gram,  for  the  one  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1947.  It  shows  a  break-down  of 
the  payments  by  States,  and  the  amount 
that  each  State  will  pay  as  its  propor¬ 
tional  part  of  the  program,  I  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  to  have  the  chart  inserted 
in  the  body  of  the  Record  at  this  point 
as  a  part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objections,  the  chart 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

1947  AGRICULTURAL  CONSERVATION  PROGRAM 

The  following  table  shows  the  amount  con¬ 
tributed  by  each  State  toward  the  agricul¬ 
tural-conservation  program  (according  to 
Federal  Income-tax  percentages)  and  the 
amount  apportioned  to  each  State  by  the 
Federal  Government  for  this  program,  for 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1947. 


State 


Percentage 

amount 

paid 


Amount 
received  1 


Increase  or 
decrease 


Alabama . 

Arizona _ 

Arkansas _ 

California _ 

Colorado. . 

Connecticut . 

Delaware _ 

Florida.. . 

Georgia . 

Idaho.. . 

Illinois . . 

Indiana. . 

Iowa _ 

Kansas . 

Kentucky _ 

Louisiana _ 

Maine _ _ 

Maryland . 

Massachusetts... 

Michigan . . 

Minnesota _ 

Mississippi _ 

Missouri... _ 

Montana . . 

Nebraska . . 

Nevada . 

New  Hampshire. 

New  Jersey _ 

New  Mexico _ 

New  York . . 

North  Carolina- 

North  Dakota _ 

Ohio . . 

Oklahoma . 

Oregon. . 

Pennsylvania.... 

Khode  Island . 

South  Carolina... 
South  Dakota.... 

Tennessee . 

Texas . 

Utah . . . 

Vermont _ 

Virginia . 

Wrashington _ 

West  Virginia _ 

Mississippi . 

Wyoming . 

Total.....'. 


$1, 244, 900 
400, 900 
627,  600 

17,  655,  200 
1,  266,  000 
3,  650,  300 
2, 088, 900 

2,  046,  700 

2,110,000 

316,  500 

18,  462,  500 
4, 768,  600 
1, 666,  900 
2, 025,  600 

3,  692,  500 
1,  793,  500 

696,  300 
3,  765,  800 
7,  553,  800 
10, 254,  600 
3, 122,  800 
485,  300 
5,  675,  900 
316,  600 
1, 465,  900 
189,  900 
400,  900 
6, 625,  400 
232, 100 
42, 284,  400 
6, 097,  000 

232. 100 
13,  482,  900 

1,  519,  200 
1,434,800 
16,690, 100 
1,181,600 
949,  500 

232. 100 
1, 688,  000 
5, 591, 600 

422,  000 

232. 100 
3, 924,  600 
2, 827,  400 
1,012,800 
4, 388,  800 

168, 800 


$5,  274, 
1,589, 
6,008, 
5, 815, 

3,  634, 
450, 
414, 

2,311, 
5,  699, 
1, 957, 
8,  559, 

5,  593, 
8,  910, 
8, 317, 

6,  895, 
3, 463, 

924, 
1, 616, 
692, 

6,  593, 
7, 085, 
6,980, 
8, 643, 

4,  454, 

7,  260, 
283, 
387, 
900, 

2,426, 
4,  S66, 
5, 938, 
6, 172, 
6,  847, 
6,  903, 
2,  679, 
4,  417, 
80, 
3, 537, 
5, 878, 
5, 885, 
18, 313, 
1, 130, 
802, 
4, 142, 
3,041, 
2, 073, 
6,  346, 
1,820, 


000 

000 

000 

000 

000 

000 

000 

000 

000 

000 

000 

000 

000 

000 

000 

000 

000 

000 

000 

000 

000 

000 

000 

000 

000 

000 

000 

000 

000 

000 

000 

000 

000 

000 

000 

000 

000 

000 

000 

000 

000 

000 

000 

000 

000 

000 

000 

000 


+$4, 029, 100 
+1, 188, 100 
+4,  480,  500 
-11,740,200 
+2, 368,  000 
-3,200,300 
-1,  674,  900 
+264, 300 
+3,  589,  000 
+1,  640,  500 
-9,  903,  500 
+824,  400 
+7,  243, 100 
+6,  291,  400 
+3,  202, '500 
+1,  669,  500 
+227, 700 
-2, 139, 800 
-6, 861, 800 
-4,661,600 
+3,  962,  200 
+5,  494,  700 
+2,  967, 100 
+4, 137,  500 
+5, 804, 100 
+93,100 
-13, 900 
-5, 725, 400 
+2, 193, 900 
-37, 418, 400 
+241,  000 
+5,  939,  900 
-6, 635, 900 
+5, 383, 800 
+1,  244,  200 
-12,273, 100 
-1,101,600 
+2,  587,  500 
+5,  645, 900 
+4, 197, 000 
+12,  721,500 
+708, 000 
+569,900 
+217, 400 
+213,  600 
+1,060,200 
+1,957,200 
+1,651,200 


2 208,341, 400 


211,000,000 


1  P.  981,  Senate  Appropriations  Committee  hearing 

cn  agricultural  appropriation  bill  for  1949  as  of  Oct.  1< 
1947. 

2  Including  District  of  Columbia  percentage,  column 

would  equal  $211,000,000. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  suggest  the  absence 
of  a  quorum. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the 
following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names: 


Aiken 

George 

Millikin 

Baldwin 

Green 

Morse 

Ball 

Gurney 

Murray 

Barkley 

Hatch 

O’Conor 

Brewster 

Hawkes 

O’Mahoney 

Bricker 

Hayden 

Pepper 

Bridges 

Hickenlooper 

Reed 

Brooks 

Hill 

Revercomb 

Butler 

Hoey 

Robertson,  Va. 

Byrd 

Holland 

Russell 

Cain 

Ives 

Saltonstall 

Capehart 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Smith 

Capper 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Sparkman 

Chavez 

Kem 

Stennis 

Connally 

Kilgore 

Stewart 

Cooper 

Knowland 

Taft 

Cordon 

Langer 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Donnell 

Lucas 

Thomas,  Utah 

Downey 

McCarthy 

Thye 

Dworshak 

McClellan 

Tobey 

Eastland 

McFarland 

Tydings 

Ecton 

McGrath 

Vandenberg 

EUender 

McKellar 

Wherry 

Feazel 

McMahon 

Wiley 

Ferguson 

Magnuson 

Williams 

Flanders 

Malone 

Young 

Fulbright 

Maybank 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Eighty 
Senators  have  answered  to  their  names. 
A  quorum  is  present. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Russell], 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and 
the  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  ECTON.  On  this  vote  I  have  a 
pair  with  the  Senator  from  North  Caro¬ 
lina  [Mr.  UmsteadI.  If  he  were  present 
and  voting,  he  would  vote  “yea.”  If  I 
were  at  liberty  to  vote,  I  would  vote 
“nay.” 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Bush- 
field]  and  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
Watkins]  are  necessarily  absent.  If 
present  and  voting,  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  and  the  Senator  from  Utah 
would  vote  “yea.” 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Jen- 
ner]  is  necessarily  absent  and  is  paired 
with  the  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr. 
Buck]  who  is  necessarily  absent.  If 
present  and  voting,  the  Senator  from  In¬ 
diana  would  vote  “yea,”  and  the  Senator 
from  Delaware  would  vote  “nay.” 

The  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr. 
Robertson]  is  absent  on  official  business, 
and  is  paired  with  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Martin],  who  is  ab¬ 
sent  on  official  State  business.  If  pres¬ 
ent  and  voting,  the  Senator  from  Wyo¬ 
ming  would  vote  “yea,”  and  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  would  vote  “nay.” 

The  Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  White] 
is  absent  because  of  illness. 

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Lodge]  is  necessarily  absent,  and  is  paired 
with  the  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Wil¬ 
son],  who  is  absent  on  official  committee 
business.  If  present  and  voting,  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Massachusetts  would  vote 
“nay,”  and  the  Senator  from  Iowa  “yea.” 

The  Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr. 
Moore!  is  detained  on  official  committee 
business. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Myers] 
is  absent  on  public  business. 


The  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr. 
O’Daniel]  Is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate. 

The  Senator  frohi  Nevada  [Mr.  Mc- 
Carran],  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
Taylor],  the  Senator  from  North  Caro¬ 
lina  [Mr.  UmsteadI,  and  the  Senator 
from  New  York  [Mr,  Wagner]  are  neces¬ 
sarily  absent. 

I  announce  further  that  if  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania 
[Mr.  Myers],  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
[Mr.  McCarran],  and  the  Senator  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Wagner]  would  vote 
“yea.” 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  41, 


nays  38, 

as  follows: 

YEAS— 41 

Barkley 

Hoey 

Morse 

Chavez 

Holland 

Murray 

Connally 

Johnson,  Colo. 

O’Conor 

Cooper 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

O'Mahoney 

Downey 

Kilgore 

Pepper 

Eastland 

Langer 

Robertson,  Va. 

Ellender 

Lucas 

Russell 

Feazel 

McClellan 

Sparkman 

Fulbright 

McFarland 

Stennis 

George 

McGrath 

Stewart 

Green 

McKellar 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Hatch 

McMahon 

Thomas,  Utah 

Hayden 

Magnuson 

Tydings 

Hill 

Maybank 

NAYS— 38 

Aiken 

Donnell 

Reed 

Baldwin 

Dworshak 

Revercomb 

Ball 

Ferguson 

Saltonstall 

Brewster 

Flanders 

Smith 

Bricker 

-  Gurney 

Taft 

Bridges 

Hawkes 

Thye 

Brooks 

Hickenlooper 

Tobey 

Butler 

Ives 

Vandenberg 

Byrd 

Kem 

Wherry 

Cain 

Knowland 

Wiley 

Capehart 

McCarthy 

Williams 

Capper 

Malone 

Young 

Cordon 

Millikin 

NOT  VOTING— 17 

Buck 

Martin 

Umstead 

Bushfield 

Moore 

Wagner 

Ecton 

Myers 

Watkins 

Jenner 

O’Daniel 

White 

Lodge 

Robertson,  Wyo.  WUson 

McCarran 

Taylor 

So  Mr.  Russell’s  amendment  was 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
that  the  vote  by  which  the  amendment 
was  agreed  to  be  reconsidered. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  move  that  the  mo¬ 
tion  to  reconsider  be  laid  on  the  table. 

The  motion  to  lay  on  the  table  was 
agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
is  open  to  further  amendment. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
offer  the  amendment  which  I  send  to  the 
desk  and  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  59,  in  line 
24,  after  the  word  “area,”  it  is  proposed 
to  insert: 

Provided,  however,  That  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  may  authorize  the  Regional  Agri¬ 
cultural  Credit  Corporation  to  reenter  an 
area  or  region  where  an  economic  emergency 
or  production  disaster  has  occurred  in  con¬ 
formity  with  the  provisions  of  section  201  (e) 
of  the  Emergency  Relief  and  Reconstruction 
Act  of  1932,  as  amended  (Title  12,  U.  S.  C., 
1148.) 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President, 
some  time  ago  I  submitted  this  proposal 
In  printed  form,  and  as  printed  it  now 
lies  at  the  desk.  However,  I  offer  the 
amendment  which  has  just  been  read  as 
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a  substitute  for  it,  because  in  the  form 
in  which  I  now  offer  it,  it  is  somewhat 
milder. 

I  offer  the  amendment  because  of  an 
emergency  situation  which  recently  has 
developed  in  my  State,  in  particular,  and 
which  probably  will  continue  this  sum¬ 
mer  and  next  spring,  as  the  crops  are 
planted,  in  many  of  the  Western  States, 
particularly  the  States  in  which  there 
are  fruit-growing  areas. 

All  this  amendment  does  is  allow  the 
Farm  Credit  Administration,  and  in  par¬ 
ticular  the  Regional  Agricultural  Credit 
Corporation,  to  be  revived  in  areas  and 
regions  where  there  is  economic  distress. 
This  has  been  done  for  many  years  since 
1932,  when  the  Congress  first  passed  the 
so-called  Emergency  Relief  and  Recon¬ 
struction  Act.  These  regional  credit 
corporations  have  had  a  marvelous  record 
of  achievement  in  so-called  distress 
areas.  They  were  regional  in  scope. 
The  financing  and  the  credit  would  be 
applied  to  areas  where  there  might  be  a 
drought  or  where  other  conditions — per¬ 
haps  the  high  cost  of  production  or  blight 
or  other  reasons — caused  the  area  to  be¬ 
come  a  distress  area.  These  regional 
credit  corporations  were  set  up,  and  they 
went  into  those  areas  and  made  loans 
to  the  farmers  who  were  unable  to  obtain 
private  financing.  They  had  a  remark¬ 
able  record  of  repayment.  I  think  the 
losses  over  the  period  from  1932  to  1944, 
with  millions  of  dollars  loaned  to  farm¬ 
ers  in  distress  areas,  amounted  to  a  little 
more  than  1  percent — 1.01  percent. 

In  1944,  the  Appropriations  Committee 
and  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
Forestry — because  of  the  fact  that  during 
the  war  years  and  the  so-called  boom 
years  for  farmers,  when  prices  and  crops 
were  good  and  private  financing  was  easy 
to  obtain — so  limited  the  so-called  credit 
corporations,  which  still  exist  in  skele¬ 
ton  form,  that  it  was  impossible  for  them 
to  make  loans  in  distress  areas.  At  that 
time  there  was  no  reason  why  they  should 
make  loans,  because  no  such  areas  ex¬ 
isted.  But  now  we  find  that  in  certain 
places,  particularly  in  my  State — and  the 
junior  Senator  from  Washington  is 
familiar  with  this  matter,  as  is  also  the 
entire  Washington  delegation  in  Con¬ 
gress — there  is  a  distress  area.  It  exists 
in  the  apple-growing  section  of  my  State. 
No  private  financing  is  available  in  that 
connection.  So  this  activity  must  be  re¬ 
vived  in  order  to  give  the  apple  growers 
the  credit  they  must  have,  and  in  respect 
to  which  in  the  past  they  have  had  a  re¬ 
markable  record  of  repayment.  Unless 
something  of  this  sort  is  done,  there  will 
be  no  way  by  which  they  can  secure  loans 
on  their  coming  crop. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  changed  the 
amendment  as  originally  submitted,  be¬ 
cause  at  the  outset  I  had  intended  to 
suggest  that  a  strict  interpretation  of 
the  loan-making  provisions  as  set  forth 
on  page  59  under  the  general  provisions 
of  the  bill,  probably  would  not  be  desir¬ 
able,  and  probably  that  provision,  as  ap¬ 
plied  to  all  crop  and  livestock  loans 
should  not  be  in  the  bill.  I  can  appre¬ 
ciate  the  fact  that  the  Government  must 
be  as  strict  as  possible  in  this  matter; 
so  I  now  have  submitted  the  amendment 
in  the  form  in  which  it  has  been  read 
by  the  clerk. 


The  amendment  as  now  submitted 
provides  that  if  and  when  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  determines,  upon  investi¬ 
gation,  that  there  is  a  distress  area — 
and  it  may  have  developed  because  of 
various  conditions,  perhaps  a  flood  or  a 
drought  or  a  blight  or  some  other  rea¬ 
sons  beyond  the  control  of  the  farmers — 
and  that  the  farmers  in  that  area  are 
unable  to  obtain  adequate  financing  for 
that  year,  he  then  can  reenter  that  area 
in  applying  the  provisions  of  the  old 
Emergency  Relief  and  Reconstruction 
Act  of  1932,  which  still  exists  and  which 
provides  that  the  Government  can 
finance  on  somewhat  more  liberal  terms 
than  those  available  from  private 
sources.  I  think  such  a  provision  is  only 
fair,  because  distress  areas  of  the  sort 
I  have  mentioned  may  develop  in  many 
parts  of  the  United  States.  Certainly 
it  looks  as  if  one  will  develop  in  one  area 
in  our  section. 

So  I  hope  the  chairman  of  the  sub¬ 
committee  will  agree  to  accept  the 
amendment.  It  will  not  affect  any  of  the 
provisions  which  the  Appropriations 
Committee  has  placed  in  the  bill.  It 
merely  provides  an  alternative  procedure 
which  may  be  followed  by  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  if  he  determines  that  such 
a  distress  area  exists. 

I  wish  to  say  to  the  chairman  of  the 
committee  that,  although  of  course  I  do 
not  like  to  legislate  in  this  way,  unfor¬ 
tunately  we  had  no  other  course  avail¬ 
able  to  us.  If  we  had  known  about  this 
matter  earlier,  we  would  have  presented 
it  to  the  committee  when  the  hearings 
on  this  bill  were  being  held.  But  this 
matter  came  to  our  knowledge  only  in 
the  past  30  days,  and  it  was  impossible 
ffo  contact  the  committee  on  the  matter 
at  that  time. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  President,  I  agree 
with  the  Senator  from  Washington  that 
I  do  not  like  this  method  of  amending 
a  bill,  -inasmuch  as  we  have  no  chance 
of  having  statements  made  about  it,  ex¬ 
cept  by  the  author  of  the  amendment. 
But  because  the  amendment  is  joined  in 
by  the  junior  Senator  from  Washing¬ 
ton,  we  shall  accept  it,  and  shall  do  the 
best  we  can  with  it  when  we  take  it  to 
conference. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  appreciate  that 
very  much. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  to  have  printed  in  the  body  of  the 
Record,  following  my  remarks,  a  state¬ 
ment  of  some  additional  reasons  for  the 
amendment. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state¬ 
ment  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  by  Senator  Warren  G.  Magnuson 

on  Amendment  to  Section  2,  Agricultural 

Appropriation  Bill,  Fiscal  1949 — Regional 

Agricultural  Credit  Administration 

Mr.  President,  I  have  proposed  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  section  2  of  this  bill  to  provide  that 
any  loans  made  by  the  Regional  Agricultural 
Credit  Administration  be  made  in  con¬ 
formity  with  the  provisions  of  the  Emer¬ 
gency  Relief  and  Reconstruction  Act  of 
1932,  as  amended.  This  is  the  act  which 
originally  authorized  the  creation  of  this 
farm  credit  program,  the  act  under  which 
the  RACC  operated  from  1932  to  1944,  the 
act  under  which  the  RACC  played  a  most 
significant  part  in  rehabilitating  distressed 
farm  areas  of  our  Nation,  and  under  which 
it  achieved  a  remarkable  record  of  repay¬ 
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ment.  That  record  of  repayment,  which  I 
will  cite  later,  represents  an  outstanding  trib¬ 
ute  to  the  integrity  of  the  American  farmer, 
to  the  sound  judgment  of  the  Congress  in 
authorizing  the  program,  and  to  the  effi¬ 
ciency  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  in 
administering  it. 

I  propose  this  amendment  as  a  means  of 
permitting  the  Department  of  Agriculture, 
through  the  Regional  Agricultural  Credit 
Corporation  to  cope  with  a  temporary 
emergency  situation  in  the  apple  industry 
in  the  State  of  Washington.  The  amend¬ 
ment,  if  adopted,  will  simply  permit  RACC 
to  do  what  it  had  been  doing  until  1944,  pro¬ 
vided  a  thorough  survey  of  the  needs  of  the 
Wenatchee  area  demonstrate  that  such  ac¬ 
tion  is  warrented.  Acceptance  of  the 
amendment  does  not  mean  the  RACC  will 
make  loans  in  this  area.  Acceptance  will 
simply  clear  the  way  for  RACC  action  if  cir¬ 
cumstances  in  the  area  demonstrate  that 
this  supplementary  credit  assistance  is 
necessary. 

I  will  now  describe  the  conditions  which 
have  prompted  me  to  present  this  amend¬ 
ment.  When  I  was  in  the  State  recently,  I 
met  with  a  group  of  responsible  grower,  dis¬ 
tributor,  and  credit  representatives  of  the 
apple  industry.  At  that  time,  and  in  sub¬ 
sequent  correspondence,  the  problem  con¬ 
fronted  by  certain  growers  in  fiancing  the 
1948  crop  was  presented  to  me.  Recently  I 
have  communicated  with  all  members  of  the 
Washington  State  delegation  concerning  the 
problem,  and  I  think  we  are  in  accord  that 
necessary  legislative  steps  should  be  taken  to 
permit  RACC  to  operate  in  the  area  if  the 
Department  of  Agriculture’s  on-the-ground 
survey  substantiates  the  facts  we  have  at 
hand. 

It  is  estimated  that  from  10  to  20  percent  of 
the  growers  in  the  Wenatchee-Okanogan 
area  in  the  crop  year  1948  will  be  unable  to 
qualify  for  financing  from  present  available 
sources.  These  sources  include  private  and 
semiprivate  credit  agencies  operating  in  the 
area. 

According  to  reports  1  have  received,  this 
situation  has  been  created  by  operation  of 
the  following  factors: 

1.  Most  liberal  financing  programs  now 
available  require  that  the  grower  have  on 
hand  40  or  50  cents  per  box  production  in 
cash  or  equivalent  in  inventories  or  quick 
assets. 

2.  The  cash  cost  of  producing  a  box  of 
apples  in  the  1947  pack  was  approximately 
$2;  whereas,  cash  return  to  the  grower  per 
box  has  been  50  to  75  cents  less. 

3.  The  majority  of  the  growers  presently 
in  difficulty  are  those  who  bought  orchard 
tracts  during  the  war  on  contract  payments 
and  have  not  had  the  benefit  of  wartime 
prices  for  fruit  nor  a  reasonable  number  of 
normal  crop  years  to  complete  payments  on 
real  estate  and  set  aside  reserves  for  credit. 

One  of  the  letters  in  hand  states:  “For  the 
most  part,  they  are  going  through  a  normal 
economic  cycle  that  is  the  experience  of  most 
new  and  young  farmers.” 

4.  Apple  prices  have  been  below  cost  of 
production  for  the  following  reasons: 

(a)  Export  markets  are  not  yet  reestab¬ 
lished. 

(b)  IV2  million  bushels  of  Canadian  apples 
hit  the  market  at  a  time  when  our  own  ship¬ 
ments  were  at  their  peak. 

(c)  Consumers  generally  have  had  less 
money  in  pocket  to  spend  for  this  type  of 
food. 

5.  One  additional  factor  has  been  cited  as 
contributing  to  grower  difficulties.  Farmers 
generally  pay  their  income  tax  in  January. 
In  January  1948,  apple  growers  paid  taxes 
on  that  income  received  from  sales  in  1947 
of  the  1946  pack.  Prices  prevailing  in  the 
winter  and  spring  of  1947  were  good.  The 
cash  funds  from  which  growers  paid  that  tax 
was  in  major  part  received  from  November 
and  December  sales  of  the  1947  pack.  Prices 
began  to  sag  in  December  and  were  declin- 
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lng  rapidly  by  January.  This  combination 
of  circumstances,  according  to  some  observers 
is  at  least  partially  responsible  for  the  lack 
of  cash  to  finance  1948  crop  year  operation. 

NEED  FOR  RACC  AND  STEPS  NECESSARY  TO 
REVITALIZE  IT 

Regional  Agriculture  Credit  Corporation 
was  authorized  in  1932  (title  12,  TJ.  S.  C.  1148) 
as  a  part  of  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Cor¬ 
poration  to  be  "managed  by  officers  and 
agents  to  be  appointed  by  the  Farm  Credit 
Administration  under  such  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  as  it  may  prescribe.  Such  corporations 
are  hereby  authorized  and  empowered  to 
make  loans  or  advances  to  farmers  and  stock- 
men,  the  proceeds  of  which  are  to  be  used 
for  an  agricultural  purpose  (including  crop 
production)  or  for  the  raising,  breeding,  fat¬ 
tening,  or  marketing  of  livestock,  to  charge 
such  rates  of  interest  or  discount  thereon  as 
in  their  judgment  are  fair  and  equitable  on 
it,  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Farm  Credit 
Corporation,  and  to  rediscount  with  the  Re¬ 
construction  Finance  Corporation  and  the 
various  Federal  Reserve  banks  and  Federal 
Intermediate  credit  banks  any  paper  that 
they  acquire  which  is  eligible  for  such  pur¬ 
poses.  All  expenses  incured  in  connection 
with  the  operation  of  such  corporation  shall 
be  supervised  and  paid  by  the  RFC  under 
such  rules  and  regulations  as  its  Board  of 
Directors  may  prescribe.” 

Originally,  there  were  12  FACC’s  estab¬ 
lished,  each  with  paid  up  capital  of  $3,000,- 
000.  In  1934,  the  capital  was  increased  to 
$44,500,000.  All  RACC  capital  stock  was 
originally  and  is  still  held  by  the  United 
States  Government.  During  its  operation 
the  RACC’s  extended  credit  aggregating  $639,- 
825,057.  Total  losses  for  the  organization  to 
June  30,  1944,  amounted  to  $4,317,000,  or  1.03 
percent  of  the  total  amount  of  cash  advanced 
on  loans  between  1932  and  June  30,  1944.  In¬ 
cluding  charges  for  administrative  expenses 
and  interest  costs,  the  Corporation  made  a 
net  profit  of  $1,163,000.  The  net  loss  to  the 
Government,  therefore,  taking  into  consider¬ 
ation  all  expenses  and  all  earnings,  totals 
$3,217,00. 

I  mention  this  and  below  outline  the  ex¬ 
perience  in  Wenatchee,  simply  to  show  that 
this  program  has  been  one  of  the  soundest 
ventures  launched  by  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment. 

RACC  of  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  established 
a  branch  office  at  Wenatchee  in  1941,  after 
a  careful  study  by  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  and  local  land-use  planning  commit¬ 
tees.  Finances  by  the  Corporation  were 
combined  with  general  horticultural  super¬ 
vision  for  the  rehabilitation  of  archards  in 
the  area.  The  rate  of  interest  was  5%  per¬ 
cent  per  annum  and  an  additional  charge 
of  one-half  of  1  percent  was  deducted  from 
each  advance  to  reimburse  the  Corporation 
for  a  portion  of  the  cost  of  horticultural  su¬ 
pervision.  Up  to  June  30,  1947,  loans  made 
in  the  Wenatchee  area  aggregated  $34,679,- 
581,  and  as  of  that  date  all  grower  loans  had 
been  repaid  in  full.  On  total  Wenatchee 
loans  of  almost  $35,000,000,  RACC  lost  only 
$9,900 — a  remarkable  record. 

The  record  I  have  just  cited  demon¬ 
strates  conclusively  that  RACC  and  the 
apple  growers  of  the  Wenatchee  area  can 
be  trusted  by  the  Congress.  That  record 
demonstrates  the  original  provisions  of  the 
act  creating  RACC  have  been  and  will  be 
soundly  administered. 

In  closing  I  reiterate,  my  amendment 
simply  permits  RACC  to  operate  again  un¬ 
der  those  provisions  which  were  in  effect  at 
the  time  the  majority  of  these  loans  were 
made — those  provisions  under  which  RACC 
and  the  farmers  of  the  Wenatchee  area 
achieved  the  remarkable  record  of  repay¬ 
ment,  which  I  have  just  cited.  I  sincerely 
hope  the  committee  and  the  Senate  will 
accept  my  proposal. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  it  has 
just  come  to  my  attention  now  that  an¬ 


other  amendment  or  two  will  be  offered, 
which  had  not  been  contemplated. 
There  is  also  the  amendment  that  will 
be  offered  by  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Tennessee.  It  provides  an  increase, 
I  think,  in  the  school  lunch  item,  and 
will,  I  understand,  take  considerable 
time.  It  is  now  20  minutes  of  6.  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Illinois  if  he  would  consider  and 
accept  the  amendment  I  offered.  If 
there  is  no  controversy  on  it,  I  shall  then 
move  a  recess  until  tomorrow  at  noon. 
It  seems  to  me,  with  the  debate  that  will 
ensue  on  the  school-lunch  amendment 
and  on  the  amendment  to  be  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakota,  it  will 
be  impossible  to  conclude  the  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  bill  tonight. 

Mi’.  President,  I  call  up  my  amend¬ 
ment  C. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  the 
Senator  will  yield  to  the  Chair  for  a 
moment,  the  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  submitted  by  the  Senator 
from  Washington  [Mr.  MagnusonI, 
which  has  been  accepted  by  the  Senator 
from  Illinois. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
that  the  Senate  now  consider  the  amend¬ 
ment  I  offered  on  May  21.  I  ask  that 
It  be  restd 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  read  the  amendment. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  43,  line  22, 
after  the  numerals  “$6,000,000,000”,  it  is 
proposed  to  insert  “of  which  $2,070,500 
shall  be  available  for  preliminary  exam¬ 
inations  and  surveys,  and.” 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  President,  let  me 
state  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  that 
I  have  taken  this  matter  up  with  several 
members  of  the  committee.  There  will 
be  no  objection  to  accepting  the  amend¬ 
ment  and  taking  it  to  conference. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
braska  [Mr.  Wherry]. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  think 
that  concludes  all  the  amendments,  ex¬ 
cept  the  one  of  the  Senator  from  Wis¬ 
consin,  the  one  to  be  offered  by  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  North  Dakota,  and  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Tennessee,  which  will  be  up  for  consid¬ 
eration  when  the  Senate  convenes  to¬ 
morrow. 

^Enh&TTY  AIR  GROUP . 

Ir.  CAIN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 


I  yield  to  the  Senator 


Mr.  'CAJN. 

Senator  yi£ 

Mr.  WHERRY 
from  Washingtc 

Mr.  CAIN.  Air.  P?fesMent,  for  the 
reason  that  it/s  necessarynw^the  junior 
Senator  fron/ Washington  to  ne^absent 
from  the  Seriate  tomorrow  aftertKipn, 
the  Senato/from  Nebraska  has  very  ge? 
erously  yimded  to  me  for  what  ought  to 
be  about /o  minutes.  The  Senator  from 
Nebraska  has  been  aware  of  my  desire 
to  make  certain  observations  on  the  70- 
air-gr/up  bill  which  recently  passed  the 
Sena/e.  I  am  extremely  grateful  for  his 
willingness  to  keep  himself  and  certain 
other  Members  of  the  Senate  here  at 
this  late  hour. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  if  the 
Senator  will  yield  for  a  second,  several 


Senators  have  just  come  to  my  desk  to/ 
Inquire  whether  the  agricultural  appro/ 
priation  bill  will  go  over  until  tomorroi 
I  repeat,  in  view  of  the  amendments 
which  I  have  mentioned,  and  which/will 
be  up  for  consideration  when  the  Senate 
reconvenes,  consideration  of  the  agricul¬ 
tural  bill  will  go  over  until  tomoyow. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  At  11  o’clock? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  At  12  o’clock  noon. 

Mr.  CAIN.  Mr.  President, /n  the  re¬ 
cent  past  the  Congress  appro/ed  in  mag¬ 
nificent  fashion  the  70-ai/group  pro¬ 
posal  as  being  imperatively  required  to 
make  our  Nation  secure  /nd  safe  from 
attack  by  anyone.  The  president  of  the 
United  States  through  Jais  signature  has 
placed  his  stamp  of  Approval  on  the 
action  taken  by  the  Congress. 

When  the  70-air-gybup  bill  was  brought 
to  a  vote  in  the  Senate  only  2  Senators 
out  of  76  voted  1/  the  negative.  They 
were  the  senior  Sim  at  or  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
Taylor]  and  tbfe  junior  Senator  from 
Washington  [tytr.  Cain].  They  made 
strange  company  because  from  the  point 
of  -view  of  the  Senator  from  Washing¬ 
ton  they  have  had  nothing  in  common 
politically  and  will  have  less  in  com¬ 
mon  as  the  years  go  on.  That  my  rea¬ 
sons  for  yoting  against  the  proposal  dif¬ 
fered  frbm  the  opposition  reasons  ad- 
vancecyby  the  Senator  from  Idaho  is  ob¬ 
vious./  To  the  satisfaction  of  my  peace 
of  mfnd  I  have  neither  read  nor  heard  of 
an^  attempt  by  anyone  to  connect  the 
twy  votes. 

r.  President,  in  a  most  modest  way 
e  junior  Senator  from  Washington 
served  in  the  armed  services  for  several 
years  in  the  late  war.  Almost  all  of  this 
service  was  spent  on  foreign  soil,  from 
Africa  to  the  German  coast  line  on  the 
Baltic  Sea.  As  a  result  of  this  unusual 
and  wholly  worth-while  experience  I  left 
the  Army  with  military  friends  by  the 
score,  who  serve  today  wherever  the 
American  flag  flies  throughout  the  world. 
Because  of  my  vote  against  the  70  air 
group  I  have  recently  heard  from  prac¬ 
tically  every  military  friend  who  knows 
that  I  now  serve  in  the  Congress.  These 
friends  are  soldiers,  sailors,  marines,  and 
members  of  the  Air  Force.  They  have 
invariably  asked  two  questions:  (1)  How 
could  you,  an  ex-air-borne  infantryman, 
vote  against  America’s  answer  to  Soviet 
Russia’s  aggression?  and  (2)  How  are 
things  shaping  up  in  the  United  States 
for  the  future? 

Mr.  President,  neither  of  those  two 
questions  finds  a  ready  or  simple  answer. 
The  junior  Senator  from  Washington 
can  reasonably  respond  to  the  question 
concerning  why  he  was  one  of  two  Mem¬ 
bers  of  the  United  States  Senate  to  vote 
against  a  proposal  which  almost  every¬ 
body  in  both  Houses  of  the  Congress, 
and  almost  everybody  in  America,  ap¬ 
plauded,  approved,  and  cheered.  The 
second  question,  the  one  directed  at  how 
Nation  is  preparing  to  face  the 
futTfN^simply  does  not  have  an  adequate 
answer^^far  as  I  am  concerned. 

In  the  ne^£ew  minutes,  and  with  the 
help  of  othersWijn  try  to  reflect  on  the 
future  results  of-pN<^nt-day  actions,  I 
shall  endeavor  to  saDishv  in  limited 
fashion  the  natural  and  exj^cted  curi¬ 
osity  of  my  friends  across  th^s^as.  I 
shall  obviously  neglect  to  touch  onThsmy 
things,  partly  because  of  a  lack  of  knowlf 


cultural  appropria- 
( individual 

itcns  nsit  indexed) . . . 

App ro pr i atPftss. . . . 

Committees. . .  .7^***,. • .  • 
Commodity  e xcha ng e  sN^. 

Displaced  versons . 

Education . ! 

Electrification,  rural 

Earn  program . 

Federal  aid . ! 


HIGHLIGHTS:  Senate  passed 
anendnents  to  Aiken  farm 
commodity  snecuLatio^uy 


gjiCultural  appropriation  bil-L. 
rogron  kill.  House  received  An 
liens* 


DIGEST 

CONGRESSIONAL  PROCEEDINGS 


OFFICE  OF  BUDGET  AND  FINANCE 
Division  of  Legislative  Reports 
(For  Department  staff  only) 


OF  INTEREST  TO  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Issued  May  26,  194s 

May  25,  19 4S 


For  actions  of 


CONTENTS 


S0th-2nd,  No.  94 


Food  cons crva.t io n. ...  o  .4,11 
Forests  and  forestry.....  S 

Grain . . . . 4,11 

Housing . ,..18,28 

Labor,  fam . 20 

lands . 8,15,19 

lands,  reclanat ion. ...12,24 

liner  a.ls . 

Nomination, . '. . •  «l^F  3 

Olcona^SQrinc. . . .  . .  „  6 

Per  so  nncl^Hht.  .^^fT.l4 ,21,25 


Purchasing. 

R.F.C . 

Secretary  of  Agrj 
Soci<al  sccurjy 

Taxat  io  nj^fa .  6 

TerrLbdrics  and  pos- 

isions . 8,13 

?radc,  foreign . 2~[ 

T.V.A. . . .. . 22 

Veterans1  benefits . 23 

Water  utilization . 7 


Sena.to  conn  it  tee  reported 
en  Committee  report  on 


v-WlMWW 


1.  AGRICULTURAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL.  Passed  with  anendnents  this  "bill,  H*  R.  5883 
(pp.  6545-55). 


Agreed  to  the  following  amendments: 

By  Sen.  Stev/art,  T<pnn. ,  to  increase  the  school  lunch  item  from  $65,000,000 

to  $75,000,000  (pp.  6545-6). 

By  Sen.  Wiley,  Wis.,  to  increase  the  Forest  Products  Laboratory  item  "by 
$125,000,  "by  a  4^-39  vote  (pp. .  6546-9) . 


Rejected,  38-42,  an  amendment  "by  Sen.  Young,  N.  Dak.,  to  provide  that,  in  con¬ 
nection  xirith  the  1949  AGP,  the  method  of  distributing  funds  used  in  connection 
with  the  1947  program  shall  be  used  (pp.  6552-5)* 

Sen.  Barkley,  Zy.,  presented  a  telegram  from  Clyde  T.  Ellis  objecting  to  the 
provision  in  a  committee  report  for  REA  to  file  generating-facilities  applica¬ 
tions  with  the  Appropriations  Committee,  and  there  ■was  discussion  of  this 
question  but  no  decision  to  discontinue  the  provision  (pp.  6549-52). 

Sens.  Brooks,  Gurney,  Reed,  Bushficld,  Russell,  Hayden,  and  Tydings  wore 
appointed  Senate  conferees  (p.  6555)* 


7< 


DISPLACED  PERSONS.  Continued  debate  on  S.  2242,  to  authorize  admission  within 
years  of  100,000  displaced  persons  for  permanent  resident?©  in  the  U.  S.  (pp. 
^555~68).  . 


3.  NOMINATION.  Sen.  Thye,  Minn.,  announced  that  the  Agriculture  and  Forestry  Con- . 
’  nitltee  will  hold  a  meeting  tomorrow  on  the  Brannan  nomination  (p#  653' 


4.  POOD  CONSERVATION*  Received  from  the  Attorney  General  a  copy  of  a  loiter  from 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture. withdrawing  his  request  for  compliance^ with  the 
volnrtary\lan'  for  conservation  of  grain  "by  the  baking  industry;  jFo  Banking  and 
Currency  CoViittee  (p.  6541). 


5 •  FARM  PROGRAM.  iNie  Agriculture  and  Forestry  Committee  reportejf’  amendments  to  S. 
2318,  the  Aiken  \ill  providing  for  a. long-range  farm  prog'ram  (p.  6542). 

'  jf 

6.  OLEOMARGARINE  TAXES X  Sen.  Ball,  Minn*,  submitted  a  proposed  substitute  for 

He  R-,.2245  which  viorn  continue  the  10*-cent  tax  on  colored  oleomargarine ,  repeal 
the  1  /4 — cent,  tar  on.unfcolored  oleomargarine,  and  repeal  the  li'ccnse  fees  on 
manufacturers  and  distributors  and  replace  them  wi$f  a  $1  a  year  fee;  to  Financi 
Committee  (p.  6542)# 


WATER  COMPACT.  Passed  withoi^fc  amendment  H,  R.  Jp03»  granting .  co ns ent  for  Idaho 
and  Wyo.  to  enter  into  a  con]ipt  for  . divisiopf of  Snake  River  waters;  and  S, 
1445,  a  companion  hill,  was  indefinitely  postponed  (p.  6543).  This  hill  will 
now  he  sent  to  the  President. 


S.  INDIAN  RESERVATIONS.  In  reporting 
and  Insular  Affairs  Committee  amende 
partment  to  issue  patents  to  the  a: 
individuals  for  lands  actually  posfeesse 
villages,  smokehouses,  gardens,  Mxrial  & 


Jl'Res.  162  (see  Digest  92),  the  Interior 
the  measure  so  as  to  permit  Interior  De- 
o\riate  native  tribes  and  villages  or 
used,  or  occupied  for  town  sites, 
tunds,  or  missionary  stations,  hut  to 


require  that  Interior,  prior  tpV issuing  patents  to  any  such  lands  within  a 
national  forest,  obtain  the  (j^hcurrence  of  t%e  Secretary  of  Agriculture# 


TREASURY-POST  OFFICE  APPROPRIATION  BILL.  :In  reputing  this  hill,  H.  R#  5770  (s 
Digest  93) »  the  Appropriations  Committee  increased  the  item  for  salaries  and 
expenses  of  the  Bureau  .Jk.  Federal  Sup-ply  by  $35>O^U  inserted  am'  item  of 
$3 * 000, 000  for  the  general  supply  fund,  and  amendedpihe  proviso  regarding 
t yp ewr iter  pur cha sog  to  read  as  follows*  "In  the  eve^  the  Director  of  the 
Bureau  of  Federal  Jupply  is  unahlc  to  furnish  any  suchSegenc y  with  suitable 
typewriters  out  <qf  stock  on. hand,  he  may  purchase,  out  o*£  funds  specifically 
appropriated  fqr  that  purpose.,  such  machines  at  the  lox^estStpublislied  retail 
list  price  foj?  any  such  typewriters  offered  for  sale  to  thd^Fcdcral  Government  • 
less  30  per pdentun,  plus  the  amount  of  Federal  excise  tax  applicable  to  the 
lowest  published  retail  list  price. "  Regarding  the  general  supply  fund,  the 
Committee  report  stales,  "The  committee  is  of  •  the'  opinion  that  fe, 000., GOO  is 
s^fficisht  to  provide  additional  capital  'under  the  'expanded  progmSjfi  proposed  in 
the  epfeuing  year,  especially  as  respects  the  increase  'of  warchouseSstdcks 
which  are  needed  to  provide  greater  efficiency  of  operations  and  additional 


s  through  timely  and  expanded  purchases  of  stocks  for  Government*. use# 1 
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1G«  COrU’.ODITY  TRANSACTIONS.  The  Select  Committee  to  Investigate  Commodity  Transi¬ 
tions  submitted  a,  report  on  its  investigation  of  speculative  commodity  transn 
tions  on  U.S.  futures  markets  by  resident  and  nonresident  aliens  (H,  Bept. 
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■net  floor  area  in  square  feet  per  unit  than 
the  following: 

1  “For  enlisted  men,  1,080. 

“For  warrant  officers,  flight  officers,  and 
commissioned  officers  of  and  below  the  rank 
of  captain,  1,250. 

“For  majors  and  lieutenant  colonels,  1,400. 

“For  colonels,  1,670. 

“For  general  officers,  2,100. 

“For  the  purpose  of  this  act,  net  floor  area 
is  defined  as  the  space  inside  the  exterior 
walls,  excluding  basement  (or  service  space  in 
lieu  of  basement),  attic,  garage,  and  porches: 
Provided,  That  these  areas  may  be  increased 
not  to  exceed  10  percent  at  activities  outside 
the  continental  United  States,  and  not  to 
exceed  10  percent  for  quarters  of  command¬ 
ing  officers  of  stations,  bases,  or  installa¬ 
tions  based  on  the  normal  rank  of  such  offi¬ 
cers:  Pr6rvided  further.  That  quarters  for 
civilians  shall  be  limited  to  conform  to  the 
allowances  for  officers  or  men  of  comparable 
status  according  to  responsibility,  rating,  and 
pay  as  determined  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  to 
be  appropriate:  Provided  further,  That  no 
family  quarters  for  personnel  of  the  Army 
or  the  Air  Force  shall  be  constructed  with  the 
funds  authorized  for  appropriation  herein 
in  excess  of  a,  net  floor  area  of  1,080  square 
feet  per  unit:  Provided  further,  That  family 
quarters  so  constructed  shall  be  of  the  mul¬ 
tiple  type  (generally  eight  families  to  a  unit) 
or  apartment  type  (generally  six  families 
a  unit)  except  where  tropical  or  desert  cli¬ 
mates  render  the  use  of  multiple-type  dwel¬ 
lings  deleterious  to  health  and  welfare  and 
except  where  one,  two,  or  three  two-family 
units  are  necessary. to  provide  the  exact  num¬ 
ber  of  family  quarters  authorized  herein  for 
construction  at  a  station. 

"Sec.  4.  The  following  laws  and  parts  of 
laws  are  hereby  repealed:  That  part  of  the 
act  of  March  2,  1905  <33  Stat.  836;  10  U.  S.  C. 
1331),  reading  as  follows:  ‘No  military  post 
within  the  United  Stages  shall  be  established 
without  the  express  authority  of  Congress’; 
that  part  of  the  act  of  May  12,  1917  (40  Stat. 
74;  10  U.  S.  C.  1333)*  reading  as  follows: 
‘Provided  further,  That  hereafter  no/ ex¬ 
penditure  exceeding  $5,000  shall  be  /nade 
upon  any  building  or  military  pcfct  or 
grounds  about  the  samf  without  ^he  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  upon/detailed 
estimates  submitted  to  him’;  thdl  part  of 
the  act  of  February  27,  1893  (27, -Stat.  484; 
10  U.  S.  C.  1336),  reading  as  fallows:  ‘The 
erection,  construction,  and  repai/of  all  build¬ 
ings  and  other  public  structures  in  the 
Quartermaster  Corps  shall,  asyfar  as  may  be 
practicable,  be  made  by  contract,  after  due 
legal  advertisement’;  and  mat  part  of  the 
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Provided,  That  no; 
^permanent  nature, j 
ll  hereafter  exceed 
for  use  as  an  Army  . 
al  authority  of  Con 


act  of  May  12,  1917  (40 
21),  reading  as  follows: 
building  or  structure  of 
the  cost  of  which  s? 

$30,000,  shall  be  erect' 

hospital  unless  by  spa - - — - . 

gress.’  Revised  Statutes  1136,  as  amended; 
by  section  1  of  the/act  of  February  27,  1877 
(19  Stat.  242;  10 fi.  S.  C.  1339),  is  hereby, 
further  amendedr  by  deleting  the  figure; 
‘$20,000’  and  inserting  the  figure  ‘$100,000.’: 
The  following  /arts  of  acts  are  hereby  re-' 
pealed,  and  sl/ll  not  be  applicable :  to  con- 1 
tracts  or  expenditures  under  the  appropria-i 
tions  ‘Engineer  Service,  Army,’  contained  ini 
the  Militanf  Appropriation  Acts,  19£6  and) 
1947:  Tha J  part  of  section  1  of  the  net  of  ? 
June  25,  *1910  (36  Stat.  721),  which  reads] 
as  follows:  ‘Provided,  That  hereafter  no' 
money  Appropriated  for  military  posts  shall] 
be  expended  for  the  construction  of  qpar-; 
ters  yo r  officers  of  the  Army,  or  for  barracks; 
and  quarters  for  the  artillery  the  total  cost; 
of  Which,  including  heating  and  plumbing 
apparatus,  wiring  and  fixtures,  shall  exceed,; 
in  the  case  of  quarters  of  a  general  officer, 
the  sum  of  $15,000,  of  a  colonel  or  an  officer 
above  the  rank  of  captain,  $12,000,  and  of 


an  officer  of  and  below  the  rank  of  capta 
$9,000,’  as  modified  by  section  1  of  the/act 
of  February  25,  1927  (44  Stat.  1235),  which  \ 
reads  as  follows:  'And  provided  fxJther,  ) 
That  hereafter  no  part  of  this  apj»opria-  ?! 
tion  or  any  appropriation  hereafter  made 
shall  be  expended  for  the  construction  of 
quarters  for  officers  of  the  Army  in  the ! 
United  States  or  its  possession^  the  total 
cost  of  .  which,  including  heating  and 
plumbing  apparatus,  wiring  di id  fixtures,  ’ 
shall  exceed,  in  the  case  of  a^  officer  above  ; 
the  rank  of  captain,  $14,500,  and  of  an  officer 
of  and  below  the  rank  of  captain,  $12,500.’  ” 

Amend  the  title  so  as  to  fe ad :  “An  act  to 
authorize  the  Secretary  pi  the  Army  and 
the  Secretary  of  the  Aiy  Force  to  proceed 
with  construction  at  military  installations,  1 
and  for  other  purposes./ 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
that  the  Senate  disagree  to  the  amend¬ 
ments  of  the  House,  agree  to  the  confer¬ 
ence  asked  by  thd  House  on  the  disagree¬ 
ing  votes  of  the,4wo  Houses  thereon,  and 
that  the  Cham  appoint  the  conferees  on 
the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
President  pro  tempore  appointed  Mr. 
Gurney,  Mr.  Saltonstall,  Mr.  Morse,* 
Mr.  Tydings,  and  Mr.  Russell  conferees ) 
on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE  APPRO¬ 
PRIATIONS,  1949 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  5883)  making  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  (exclusive  of  the  Farm  Credit  Ad¬ 
ministration)  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1949,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
appropriation  bill  is  before  the  Senate 
and  open  to  amendment. 

Mr.  WILEY  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  to  me  in  order  that  I 
may  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum? 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  suggest  the  absence 
of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the 
following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names : 

Aiken  Hatch  Murray 

Baldwin  Hawkes  Myers 

Ball  Hayden  O’Conor 

Barkley  Hickenlooper  O’Mahoney 

Bricker  Hill  Pepper 

Bridges  Hoey  Reed 

Brooks  Holland  Revercomb 

Buck  Ives  Robertson,  Va. 

Butler  Johnson,  Colo.  Russell 

Byrd  Johnston,  S.  C.  Saltonstall 

Cain  Kem  Smith 

Capehart  Kilgore  Sparkman 

Capper  Knowland  Stennis 

Chavez  Langer  Stewart 

Connally  Lodge  Taft 

Cooper  Lucas  Thomas,  Okla. 

Cordon  McCarthy  Thomas,  Utah 

Donnell  McClellan  Thye 

Dworshak  McFarland  Tobey 

Eastland  McGrath  Tydings 

Ecton  McKellar  Vandenberg 

Ellender  McMahon  Wherry 

Feazel  Magnuson  White 

Ferguson  Malone  Wiley 

Flanders  Martin  Williams 

Fulbright  Maybank  Wilson 

George  Millikin  Young 

Green  Moore 

Gurney  Morse 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  Brewster], 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr. 


Bushfield],  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
[Mr.  Jenner],  and  the  Senator  from 
Utah  [Mr.  Watkins]  are  necessarily 
absent. 

The  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr.  Rob¬ 
ertson]  is  absent  on  official  business. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  O’Daniel]  is 
absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Taylor] 
is  absent  on  public  business. 

The  Senator  from  California  [Mr. 
Downey],  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr. 
McCarran],  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Umstead],  and  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  New  York  [Mr.  Wagner]  are 
necessarily  absent. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore. 
Eighty-five  Senators  having  answered 
to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present. 

Mr.  STEWART.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  I  under¬ 
stand  that  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Tennessee  has  an  amendment  to 
the  bill  which  will  be  accepted  by  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Brooks].  In 
view  of  that  situation,  I  am  glad  to  yield 
to  the  Senator.  If,  on  the  other  hand, 
it  develops  into  a  contested  matter,  I 
want  it  understood  that  I  shall  proceed. 

Mr.  STEWART.  I  think  we  shall  re¬ 
quire  only  2  or  3  minutes. 

Mr.  President,  I  call  up  the  amend¬ 
ment  which  I  previously  sent  to  the  desk, 
and  I  ask  to  have  the  amendment  stated. 
It  increases  the  appropriation  for  the 
school-lunch  program. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  52,  line  15, 
after  the  word  “available”,  it  is  proposed 
to  strike  out  “$65,000,000”  and  insert 
“$100,000,000.” 

Mr.  STEWART.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  modify  my  amendment  so  as  to  insert 
the  figure  “$75,000,000”  instead  of  “$100,- 
000,000.” 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  is  entitled  to  modify  his  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  STEWART.  Inasmuch  as  the  Sen¬ 
ators  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  May- 
bank  and  Mr.  Johnston],  the  Senator 
from  Alabama  [Mr.  Hill],  and  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Hoey] 
join  me  in  this  amendment,  I  should 
like  to  have  their  names  added  as  spon¬ 
sors  of  the  proposal  to  increase  the 
school-lunch  appropriation. 

I  have  an  agreement  with  the  Senator 
from  Illinois,  in  charge  of  the  bill,  to 
make  this  alteration;  and,  as  I  under¬ 
stand,  he  is  willing  to  accept  the  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  President,  for  the 
information  of  the  Senate,  the  budget 
request  for  this  year’s  school-lunch  pro¬ 
gram  was  $65,000,000.  Last  year  Con¬ 
gress  allowed  $65,000,000,  and  an  addi¬ 
tional  appropriation  of  $5,000,000  was 
finally  agreed  upon.  So  there  was  actu¬ 
ally  available  last  year  for  the  school- 
lunch  program  $70,000,000. 

This  year  the  budget  asked  for  $65,- 
000,000,  and  there  is  now  pending  before 
the  Congress,  in  a  supplemental  budget 
estimate  of  appropriations  and  contract 
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authorizations,  which  should  be  before 
our  committee  soon,  requesting  an  addi¬ 
tional  $10,000,000. 

I  am  willing  to  accept  the  supplemen¬ 
tal  budget  estimate  and  add  it  to  this  bill, 
making  the  total  $75,000,000. 

The  report  from  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  states: 

The  $10,000,000  recommended,  which  is  in 
addition  to  the  sum  of  $65,000,000  originally 
included  in  the  1949  budget  and  at  present 
contained  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
appropriation  bill  as  passed  by  the  House, 
would  provide  sufficient  funds  for  1949  to 
make  the  maximum  reimbursements  to  the 
States  specified  in  the  National  School  Lunch 
Act,  at  the  present  level  of  participation. 

In  view  of  those  circumstances,  I  am 
willing  to  accept  the  amendment  as  mod¬ 
ified. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Ten¬ 
nessee  [Mr.  Stewart]  as  modified. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  express  my  appreciation  to  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Tennessee  for  add¬ 
ing  my  name  to  the  list  of  sponsors  of 
his  amendment.  I  congratulate  him  on 
the  excellent  work  he  has  done  as  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
Forestry,  not  only  in  connection  with 
matters  of  this  kind,  but  in  connection 
with  cotton  and  other  worth-while  agri¬ 
cultural  developments  of  the  South. 

Mr.  STEWART.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina., 
Mr.  President,  I  appreciate  the  action  of 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  in  including 
my  name  as  one  of  the  sponsors  of  the 
amendment.  As  I  see  it,  most  of  the 
credit  should  go  to  the  Senator  from  Ten¬ 
nessee.  He  has  been  working  hard  for 
this  increase.  My  colleague  [Mr.  May- 
bank],  the  senior  Senator  from  Alabama 
[Mr.  Hill],  the  senior  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  [Mr.  Hoey],  and  I  sub¬ 
mitted  a  similar  amendment,  but  most 
of  the  credit  should  go  to  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  modified 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  [Mr.  Stewart]  on  behalf  of 
himself,  the  senior  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  [Mr.  Maybank],  the  junior  Sen¬ 
ator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  John¬ 
ston],  the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
Hill],  and  the  Senator  from  North  Car¬ 
olina  [Mr.  Hoey]. 

The  amendment  as  modified  was 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  last  Fri¬ 
day  while  I  was  on  my  way  to  Washing¬ 
ton  from  Wisconsin,  the  Senate  adopted 
a  committee  amendment  on  page  40  of 
the  bill,  inserting  in  place  of  the  sum 
$1,000,000,  the  sum  $1,125,000.  I  wish  to 
ask  that  the  vote  by  which  the  amend¬ 
ment  was  adopted  be  reconsidered;  but 
before  doing  so,  if  the  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois  [Mr.  Brooks]  will  not  consent  to 
having  that  done,  I  desire  to  make  a  brief 
statement  concerning  this  matter. 

First,  I  wish  it  understood  that  the  in¬ 
stitution  known  as  the  Forest  Products 
Laboratory  is  a  Federal  institution,  op¬ 
erated  by  the  Federal  Government.  For 
every  dollar  the  Federal  Government  has 
put  into  that  institution,  $100  has  been 
returned  to  the  Federal  Government. 


I  should  like  to  compliment  the  com¬ 
mittee  which  has  reported  this  bill,  in 
that  the  total  appropriations  it  has  rec¬ 
ommended  amount  approximately  to 
only  $34,000,000  more  than  the  appro¬ 
priations  carried  in  the  bill  as  passed 
by  the  House.  I  have  listened  to  a  great 
deal  of  talk  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
in  relation  to  the  high  cost  of  govern¬ 
ment,  and  so  forth,  and  so  I  compli¬ 
ment  the  committee  because,  although 
today  our  dollars  are  worth  only  50 
cents— and  50-cent  dollars  mean  that 
it  costs  many  more  dollars  to  operate 
all  our  institutions  and  projects,  as  com¬ 
pared  with  the  time  when  dollars  were 
worth  100  cents — nevertheless  the  bill  as 
reported  by  the  Senate  committee  calls 
for  increased  appropriations  in  the 
amount  of  approximately  only  $34,- 
000,000. 

Mr.  President,  what  is  this  institution 
known  as  the  Forest  Products  Labora¬ 
tory?  I  have  already  said  that  it  re¬ 
turns  to  the  Federal  Government,  in  the 
form  of  income  from  new  industries  and 
savings,  $100  for  every  dollar  the  Federal 
Government  has  spent  on  it.  In  a  short 
time  I  shall  demonstrate  the  correctness 
of  that  statement. 

The  present  age,  Mr.  President,  is  an 
age  of  laboratories,  an  age  when  we 
spend  as  much  as  $150,000,000  for  one 
ship.  In  this  atomic  age  we  have  delved 
into  the  science  of  matter  and  we  have 
sensed  that,  after  all,  there  is  no  matter, 
but  the  atom  is  made  up  of  electric 
charges,  negative  and  positive.  Here  is 
a  laboratory  which  the  Government 
built  some  years  ago,  and  it  has  been 
found,  as  I  have  said,  to  be  one  institu¬ 
tion  which  returns  to  the  Government,  in 
the  form  of  taxes  and  in  other  ways,  $100 
for  every  dollar  the  Federal  Government 
puts  into  it. 

Last  year  the  Congress  appropriated 
for  this  purpose  $1,250,000,  as  I  recall. 
Since  that  time  the  dollar  has  been  de¬ 
creasing  in  purchasing  power  and  in 
ability  to  perform,  and  in  this  case,  in 
ability  to  carry  on  work  to  find  new 
methods  and  means  in  relation  to  wood 
products.  For  some  reason  or  other,  the 
House  this  year  voted  to  reduce  the  ap¬ 
propriation  for  this  purpose  to  $1,000,000. 
Mr.  President,  up  and  down  the  Missis¬ 
sippi  Valley,  and  up  and  down  the  east 
and  west  coasts  of  the  United  States,  we 
apportion  hundreds  of  millions  for  the 
building,  repairing,  or  improvement  of 
harbors  and  rivers.  When  in  this  atomic 
age  and  this  age  of  laboratories  we  have 
an  institution  which  builds  wealth  and 
creates  new  means  of  wealth,  obviously 
we  must  not  reduce  the  appropriations 
for  it.  I  shall  point  out  what  will  occur 
if  this  appropriation  is  reduced. 

I  appeared  before  the  committee  and 
called  attention  to  this  matter.  I  thought 
certainly  the  committee  would  increase 
the  amount  of  this  appropriation  from 
$1,000,000  to  $1,250,000,  which  is  the 
amount  appropriated  for  this  purpose 
last  year.  However,  instead  of  doing 
that,  the  committee  cut  in  two  the  in¬ 
crease  I  requested.  I  should  have  re¬ 
quested  approximately  $3,000,000,  in 
view  of  the  50-cent  dollar  which  we  have 
today.  But  the  committee  forgot  that 
this  institution  is  one  of  those  which  are 
delving  into  the  unknown,  creating  new 


values,  building  America  strong  within, 
and  making  economic  returns. 

As  I  have  said,  as  a  result  of  the  work 
of  this  institution  and  discoveries  made 
by  it  the  Government  receives  every 
year,  in  the  form  of  income  taxes,  more 
than  $1,250,000,  which  is  all  that  we 
propose  to  have  the  Government  pay  for 
operation  of  this  laboratory. 

Mr.  President,  unless  we  restore  this 
appropriation  to  the  amount  of  $1,250,- 
000,  as  I  have  indicated,  and  send  such 
an  amendment  to  conference,  the  dis¬ 
missal  of  approximately  30  trained  ex¬ 
perts  in  forest-products  research  will  be 
necessary.  Where  will  those  experts  be 
laid  off?  There  will  be  layoffs  not  only 
in  Madison,  Wis.,  but  also  in  forest-prod¬ 
ucts  utilization  stations  in  Philadelphia, 
Asheville,  New  Orleans,  Columbus,  Mis¬ 
soula,  Portland,  and  Berkeley.  Such  ac¬ 
tion  will  result  in  a  real  limitation  of  the 
effectiveness  of  the  wood-products  re¬ 
search  which  is  being  conducted  at  Mad¬ 
ison,  Wis.,  and  is  being  reported  to  all 
branches  of  the  lumber  industry  and  re¬ 
lated  industries. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  believe  it  is 
necessary  for  me  to  go  into  great  detail 
in  regard  to  the  absolute  importance  of 
forest-products  research  at  the  present 
time.  We  already  have  embarked  on  a 
foreign-aid  program  to  the  extent  of 
more  than  $6,000,000,000.  In  this  in¬ 
stance  I  am  asking  for  an  increase  of 
$125,000  over  the  amount  provided  in  the 
bill.  We  have  voted  for  a  70-group  air 
force,  and  we  shall  spend  untold  billions 
of  dollars  on  the  Army  and  Navy  for  de¬ 
fense.  This  institution  will  provide  add¬ 
ed  defense  for  those  forces,  and  I  shall 
demonstrate  what  it  has  done  heretofore 
in  that  respect. 

It  would  be  impossible  to  tell  to  what 
extent  the  foreign-aid  program  and  the 
domestic-defense  program  will  involve 
the  use  of  wood  materials  and  how  much 
will  be  saved  as  a  result  of  previous  in¬ 
vestigations  made  by  the  Forest  Products 
Laboratory.  Indeed,  the  record  of  this 
research  institution  is  so  outstanding  in 
terms  of  saving  hundreds  of  millions  of 
dollars  to  the  Federal  Government  and 
to  private  industry  that  I  hardly  need 
elaborate  upon  it.  .1  need  only  cite  the 
fact  that  during  World  War  II  the  lab¬ 
oratory  developed  indispensable  infor¬ 
mation  in  regard  to  the  strength  of  cer¬ 
tain  woods  and  plywoods  in  connection 
with  Army  and  Navy  aircraft  and 
gliders.  For  ordnance  alone  it  reduced 
by  20  percent  the  shipping  space  required 
by  packages.  That  means  that  as  a  re¬ 
sult  of  the  successful  research  carried  on 
by  this  laboratory,  only  four  ships  are 
needed  to  transport  material  which  here¬ 
tofore  would  have  required  five  ships  for 
its  transportation.  In  1  year  alone,  the 
laboratory  has  reduced  by  millions  of 
board  feet  the  quantity  of  lumber  need¬ 
ed  for  military  packages.  It  has  devel¬ 
oped  a  vast  variety  of  processes  for  the 
utilization  of  wood  waste.  It  has  devel¬ 
oped  indispensable  processes  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  better  use  of  wood  in  ships. 

I  have  presented  to  the  Senate  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committee  testimony  which 
indicates  that  in  eight  categories  alone, 
such  as  wood  painting,  wood  gluing, 
kiln  drying,  and  so  forth,  the  total 
amount  of  saving  to  the  American  people 
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from  the  forest  products  research  work, 
which  has  been  done  in  this  connection, 
has  been  $70,000,000  a  year. 

Mr.  President,  I  believe  my  colleagues 
know  that  I  am  as  deeply  interested  in 
assuring  actual  Government  economy  as 
is  any  other  Member  of  the  Senate.  But 
here  we  are  considering  an  institution 
which,  for  a  fact,  repays  Uncle  Sam’s  in¬ 
vestment  manyfold. 

Therefore,  I  respectfully  request  that 
the  amendment  I  propose  to  the  com¬ 
mittee  amendment  be  adopted,  when  it 
comes  up,  and  that  the  full  $1,250,000 
be  assured  for  this  purpose  for  the  next 
fiscal  year. 

It  had  been  hoped  that  there  would 
be  an  appropriation  for  this  purpose  in 
the  amount  of  $1,500,000,  which  would 
constitute  the  peacetime  level  of  appro¬ 
priations.  Since  then,  the  dollar  has  de¬ 
creased  in  value  to  50  cents,  which  is  far 
below  the  wartime  level. 

I  am  not  however  asking  for  the  full 
$1,500,000,  but  only  for  $1,250,000.  I  do 
not  feel  that  the  request  is  excessive. 
This  matter  affects  industries  in  every 
one  of  the  48  States,  and  I  believe  that 
our  decision  today  will  have  an  impor¬ 
tant  effect  on  the  entire  lumber  industry 
and  all  related  industries  in  the  years  to 
come. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  at  this  time  that 
excerpts  from  a  letter  which  I  wrote  to 
the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
Bridges]  last  year,  outlining  some  of  the 
savings  of  the  Forest  Products  Labora¬ 
tory,  be  printed  at  this  point  in  the 
Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  excerpts 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

June  5,  1947. 

Hon.  Styles  Bridges, 

Chairman,  Senate  Appropriations 
Committee,  Washington,  D.  C. 

*  *  *  *  * 

May  I  point  out  but  a  few  of  the  accom¬ 
plishments  of  the  laboratory  during  the  war. 

Wood  in  aircraft:  Furnished  the  basis  in¬ 
formation  on  the  strength  of  wood,  plywood 
and  modified  wood  necessary  for  the  design 
and  manufacture  of  Army  and  Navy  planes 
and  gliders. 

Packaging:  For  Army  Ordnance,  Army  Air 
Forces,  Army  Service  Forces,  War  Food  Ad¬ 
ministration,  lend-lease,  and  industry.  For 
Army  Ordnance  alone  reduced  shipping  space 
by  20  percent,  permitting  four  ships  to  do 
the  work  of  five;  reduced  damage  beyond  re¬ 
pair  at  destination  points  from  50  percent  to 
3  percent;  developed  production  line  proce¬ 
dures  in  packaging  factories,  depots,  and 
arsenals;  reduced  lumber  needed  in  1  year 
alone  by  over  1,500,000,000  board  feet;  and 
trained  some  12,000  inspectors  for  services 
at  depots  and  factories. 

Wood  waste  utilization:  Developed  a  proc* 
ess  for  producing  industrial  alcohol  from 
wood  waste. 

Laminated  timbers:  Developed  procedures 
for  the  production  of  laminated  keels,  ribs, 
and  other  structural  members  for  military 
boats. 

Land  mine:  Developed  a  nonmetallic  anti¬ 
tank  mine  for  Army  Ordnance. 

Ship  decking:  Developed  a  new  kind  of 
decking  for  airplane  carriers  to  alleviate  a 
shortage  of  teak. 

Plastic :  Developed  a  paper  base  plastic  that 
was  used  for  ammunition  boxes,  gun  turret 
assemblies,  airplane  flooring,  etc. 

I  would  like  to  prove  statistically  my  con¬ 
tention  that  every  research  dollar  expended 


repays  itself  to  the  American  public.  Here 
are  some  of  the  achievements  of  the  labora¬ 
tory  in  terms  of  annual  savings  to  the  peo¬ 
ple: 

Estimated  annual  savings 


Developed  good  painting  prac¬ 
tices  for  houses,  buildings,  and 

other  wood  structures _  $1,  000,  000 

Gluing  of  wood  changed  from  a 
rule-of-thumb  practice  to  an 

exact  process _  1,000,000 

Improved  treating  methods  for 
protecting  ties,  poles,  posts, 
bridges  and  other  wood  struc¬ 
tures  against  decay _  2,  500,  000 

Improved  the  methods  of  kiln 

drying  lumber _  10,  000,  000 

Pulpwood  supply  broadened  by 
adapting  wide  diversity  of  spe¬ 
cies  to  pulping _  15,  000,  000 


Solved  the  many  problems  at¬ 
tending  the  use  of  small  di¬ 
mension  stock  for  use  in  fur¬ 
niture  agricultural  imple¬ 


ments,  refrigerators,  etc _  1, 250,  000 

Developed  simple  methods  for 
reducing  decay  in  pulpwood 

and  pulp _  1,  000,  000 

Lowered  costs,  reduced  weight  r3  20,  000, 000 
and  improved  serviceability]1  10,  000, 000 
of  shipping  containers _ l2  12,  000,  000 


.  1  Loss  and  damage. 

2  Material  cost. 

8  Freight  and  handling  charge. 

I  know  how  determined  your  committee 
is  to  effect  every  reasonable  economy.  I  as¬ 
sure  you  that  I  share  your  determination.  I 
do  feel,  however,  that  in  this  instance  this 
Government  unit  is  not  requesting  money  in 
a  greater  amount  than  it  expended  during 
the  war  but  that,  exactly  to  the  contrary,  it 
is  requesting  far  less  than  its  wartime  budget, 
unlike  many  other  Government  units.  More¬ 
over,  every  dollar  for  which  it  is  asking  will 
come  back  to  the  American  people  as  I  have 
suggested  above. 

•  *  *  *  * 

I  would  appreciate  it  if  your  committee 
would  advise  me  as  to  the  date  and  time  at 
which  I  may  present  these  views  in  person. 

With  kindest  personal  regards,  I  am 
Sincerely  yours, 

Alexander  Wiley. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  my  col¬ 
leagues  will  note  that,  unlike  virtually 
any  other  Federal  appropriation,  that 
for  the  Forest  Products  Laboratory  re¬ 
sults  in  a  savings  of  millions  of  dollars 
for  Uncle  Sam,  rather  than  their  spend¬ 
ing.  Through  every  single  cent  which 
we  appropriate  to  this  Federal  institu¬ 
tion,  Uncle  Sam  gets  back  untold 
amounts  in  terms  of  tax  revenues,  aris¬ 
ing  from  new  industries,  new  products, 
new  jobs,  and  new  wealth.  That  is  why 
I  ask  for  the  restoration,  Mr.  President, 
of  this  amount. 

In  the  letter  which  I  addressed  to  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
Bridges],  of  which  I  have  placed  excerpts 
in  the  Record,  I  have  set  forth  among 
other  things  statistics  showing  how  every 
research  dollar  expended  repays  itself  to 
the  American  public.  Here  are  some  of 
the  achievements  of  the  laboratory  in 
terms  of  annual  savings: 

Developed  good  painting  practices  for 
houses,  buildings,  and  other  wood  structures, 
$1,000,000. 

Gluing  of  wood  was  changed  from  a  rule 
of  thumb  to  an  exact  process,  $1,000,000. 

Improved  treating  methods  for  protecting 
ties,  poles,  posts,  bridges>  and  other  wooden 
structures  against  decay,’  $2,500,000. 


Improved  methods  of  kiln-drying  lumber, 
$10,000,000. 

Pulpwood  supplies,  broadened  by  adapting 
wide  diversity  of  species  to  pulping,  $15,- 
000,000. 

Solved  the  many  problems  attending  the 
use  of  small  dimension  stock  for  use  in  fur¬ 
niture,  agricultural  implements,  refrigera¬ 
tors,  and  so  forth,  $1,250,000. 

Developed  simple  methods  of  reducing  de¬ 
cay  in  pulpwood  and  pulp,  $1,000,000. 

Lowered  costs,  reduced  weight,  and  im¬ 
proved  serviceability  of  shipping  containers, 
$12,000,000. 

I  know,  Mr.  President,  that  the  com¬ 
mittee  has  a  terrifically  arduous  job.  I 
know  what  they  did  in  this  instance. 
They  thought  that  I  asked  for  $250,000, 
and  they  would  slice  it  in  two. 

I  want  to  make  it  clear  that  this  is  not 
a  Wisconsin  institution.  As  I  look  over 
the  rivers  and  harbors  bill,  not  one  penny 
of  it  goes  to  Wisconsin.  You  would 
think,  Mr.  President,  that  I  would  have  a 
little  bit  of  nerve  to  ask  this  for  Wis¬ 
consin.  I  am  not  asking  it  for  Wiscon¬ 
sin.  We  can  stand  on  our  own  feet. 
We  can  build  our  own  State.  We  can 
look  after  our  own  institute.  I  am  ask¬ 
ing  it  for  our  country.  If  we  should 
lose  that  vision  without  which  the  peo¬ 
ple  periSh — and  that  is  what  we  would  be 
doing  if  we  should  cripple  institutions 
such  as  this,  which  create  wealth  and 
build  up  the  Nation — we  would  be  not 
only  penny-wise  and  pound-foolish,  but 
we  would  be  most  unwise  in  our  approach 
to  the  larger  problem,  world-wide  in  its 
scope. 

This  institution  belongs  to  Oregon,  it 
belongs  to  Philadelphia,  it  belongs  to  the 
southern  pineries,  it  belongs  to  every 
State  of  the  Union.  It  has  returned  to 
every  State  of  the  Union  wealth  100  to  1, 
and  it  is  returning  it  every  day.  I  re¬ 
peat,  there  are  businesses  in  this  country 
that  pay  an  income  tax  to  the  Federal 
Government  more  than  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  pays  to  this  institution  a  year, 
because  of  this  institution’s  findings  and 
creations  and  discoveries. 

Mr.  President,  we  are  living  in  a  won¬ 
derful  age.  Whether  it  shall  be  more 
wonderful  depends  upon  us  and  the  ap¬ 
proach  we  take.  We  added  yesterday  by 
consent,  through  the  action  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  some  $50,000,000  to  the  appropria¬ 
tions  carried  by  the  bill.  All  I  am  ask¬ 
ing,  Mr.  President,  is  that  we  go  forward 
and  recognize  that  this  is  an  age  of  delv¬ 
ing  into  the  unseen  and  the  unknown 
and  the  undiscovered.  America  was 
built  by  men  who  went  beyond  the  pres¬ 
ent  horizon,  who  saw  the  need  of  looking 
over  the  other  range,  who  were  not  sat¬ 
isfied  simply  with  present-day  limits. 
This  is  the  kind  of  institution  that  helped 
make  possible  the  inventive  genius  and 
bring  into  full  bloom  what  I  call  the 
American  viking  spirit  that  reaches  out 
beyond  the  known  horizon. 

This  institution,  considering  the 
amount  of  money  invested  in  it,  has  re¬ 
turned  in  wealth,  in  jobs,  in  industrial 
health,  in  savings  to  America,  in  war  and 
in  peace,  more,  I  think,  than  has  any 
other  similar  institution  in  America. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  should  like  per¬ 
sonally  to  confirm  what  the  Senator 
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said  about  this  not  being  a  Wisconsin 
institution.  In  my  State  I  have  been 
all  my  life  associated  with  the  wood¬ 
working  industry.  I  know  we  rely  very 
materially  upon  the  Forest  Products 
Laboratory  for  information.  In  fact,  it 
is  the  only  institution  I  know  of  in  Amer¬ 
ica  to  which  manufacturers  may  write 
for  information  about  problems  con¬ 
fronting  the  woodwork  industry.  I  know 
that  the  small  plant  in  Fayetteville, 
Ark.,  with  which  I  have  been  associated, 
has  many  times  written  to  the  labora¬ 
tory  asking  about  new  methods,  such  as 
those  to  which  the  Senator  has  referred, 
gluing,  mending,  and  so  on.  It  is  a  very 
practical  matter. 

I  hope  very  much  the  Senate  will 
adopt  the  Senator’s  amendment.  In  fact, 

I  am  sorry  it  is  not  $1,500,000,  which 
it  used  to  be,  and  which  was  not  too 
much.  In  the  1930’s,  before  the  war,  it 
served  many  industries.  It  is  unique  in 
the  whole  United  States.  It  certainly 
is  a  national  institution.  I  know  that 
throughout  the  South,  and  I  am  quite 
sure  throughout  the  East,  various  indus¬ 
tries  make  use  of  this  laboratory  just  as 
if  it  were  their  own.  They  write  to  it 
for  information  and  they  get  excellent 
service.  I  very  much  hope  the  Senate 
will  adopt  the  amendment.  I  also  went 
before  the  committee  and  asked  for 
$1,250,000.  I  thank  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  for  offering  this  amendment. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
nearly  completed  my  remarks.  I  want 
again  to  call  attention  to  what  a  failure 
to  appropriate  an  additional  $125,000 
will  mean.  It  has  come  directly  to  me 
that  it  would  mean  a  lay-off  of  persons 
not  only  in  Madison,  Wis.,  but  also  in 
forest  products  utilization  stations  in 
Philadelphia,  Asheville,  New  Orleans, 
Columbus,  Missoula,  Portland,  and 
Berkeley.  So  it  will  be  seen  that  it  is 
almost  a  mortal  blow,  and  involves 
serious  damage  to  the  great  institution 
which  expresses  the  national  spirit  of 
discovery  and  invention. 

Recently  we  learned  that  Donald  Nel¬ 
son,  whom  we  all  knew  during  the  war, 
had  gone  to  New  York  heading  an  or¬ 
ganization  which,  through  discovery  of 
the  utilization  of  either  electric  energy 
or  some  type  of  atomic  energy,  has  de¬ 
vised  a  process  whereby  foods  can  be 
preserved  without  refrigeration  and  a 
flower  can  be  preserved  so  that  it  will 
remain  intact  for  years  to  come.  It  is 
possible  to  put  a  piece  of  steak  through 
the  process,  then  place  it  on  a  desk  in 
an  ordinary  room  and  let  it  remain  for 
6  months  .  Afterward,  when  it  is  opened, 
it  will  be  found  as  fresh  as  it  was  when 
it  was  first  cut.  I  am  no  expert  on  the 
subject,  but  it  is  an  indication  of  the 
wonderful  age  in  which  we  are  living. 

A  few  years  ago  General  Smuts,  of 
South  Africa,  said: 

We  are  living  in  an  age  in  which  I  cannot 
see  beyond  the  horizon,  but  I  can  sense  the 
gleam  of  a  new  and  wonderful  era. 

If  that  be  true,  we  do  not  want  to  re¬ 
duce  small  appropriations  such  as  the 
one  in  question.  We  do  not  want  to 
spend  billions  for  other  purposes  and  fail 
to  see  that  this  is  the  thing  which  will 


make  the  future  come  alight  in  the 
present. 

So,  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  to  agree  to  a 
reconsideration  of  the  action  taken  by 
the  Senate  on  this  committeee  amend¬ 
ment  item,  in  order  that  I  may  move  an 
amendment  that  the  appropriation  be 
increased  by  $125,000. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is 
there  objection  to  the  reconsideration  of 
the  vote  by  which  the  committee  amend¬ 
ment  on  line  8,  page  40  of  the  bill  was 
agreed  to? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  President,  reserv¬ 
ing  the  right  to  object,  I  should  like  the 
Senate  to  know  that  the  laboratory  in 
question  is  perhaps  the  best-advertised 
laboratory  in  the  world.  I  am  sure  we 
are  all  convinced  that  it  is  not  merely  a 
Wisconsin  laboratory:  it  is  a  national 
laboratory,  and  it  has  done  great  work. 
Last  year  the  committee  was  responsible 
for  restoring  $250,000  to  the  appropria¬ 
tion  for  this  laboratory’s  activities.  The 
testimony  was  fully  considered.  Most  of 
what  has  been  said  here  today  was  pre¬ 
sented  to  the  committee  at  that  time. 
The  committee  unanimously  considered 
it  and  approved  an  appropriation  of 
$1,125,000.  With  that  in  view,  there  is 
nothing  I  can  do  except  to  object  to  a 
reconsideration  of  the  action  taken  by 
the  Senate.  I  object. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Then  I  move,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  that  the  Senate  reconsider  the  vote 
by  which  the  Senate  adopted  the  com¬ 
mittee  amendment  on  line  8,  page  40,  of 
the  bill. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Wis¬ 
consin,  which  he  will  state  for  the  infor¬ 
mation  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  WILEY.  On  page  40,  line  8,  I 
move  to  strike  out  “$1,125,000”  and  to 
insert  in  lieu  thereof  “$1,250,000.” 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Wis¬ 
consin. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  has  covered  the 
subject  very  well.  I  think  the  Senate 
should  consider  that  it  passed  not  long 
ago  the  science  research  bill,  which  has 
not  been  implemented  and  probably  will 
not  be,  but  it  contemplates  a  much  great¬ 
er  sum  of  money  than  is  here  involved. 
Here  is  an  organization  already  in  ex¬ 
istence.  A  very  small  amount,  relatively 
speaking,  is  asked.  I  am  unable  to  un¬ 
derstand  the  strenuous  objection  to  this 
kind  of  project,  in  view  of  the  very  able 
statement  made  by  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin. 

Another  aspect  of  the  question  is  the 
effort  to  create  a  bureau  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce  for  the  aid  not  only  of 
small  businesses  but  also  of  large  busi¬ 
nesses.  The  House  eliminated  an  appro¬ 
priation  for  that  purpose.  The  Senate 
reinstated  it.  The  ultimate  result  of  the 
controversy  is  not  yet  known.  I  cannot 
understand  why  the  Senate  is  not  willing 
to  accept  the  amendment  providing  for 
the  Forest  Products  Laboratory,  which 
has  a  long  and  well-established  record  of 


success.  I  hope  the  Senate  will  look  with 
favor  upon  the  amendment. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Wis¬ 
consin. 

Mr.  CAIN.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like 
to  address  a  question,  if  I  may,  to  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin.  Is  there  any 
prohibition  in  the  bill  against  donations, 
grants,  or  gifts  being  provided  for  this 
laboratory  by  private  industry? 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  am  not  informed  as  to 
that. 

Mr.  CAIN.  I  wonder  if  any  other 
Senator  knows  whether  there  is  a  pro¬ 
hibition  against  the  desirable  functions 
of  the  laboratory  being  aided  by  both 
the  Government  and  those  who  may  well 
benefit  from  the  research  conducted  by 
the  laboratory. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not 
know  whether  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Washington  was  present  when  I 
spoke  on  the  subject.  It  is  true  that  the 
item  involved  is  $125,000,  but  there  are 
jobs  involved  for  persons  in  all  parts  of 
the  country,  including  Portland,  Oreg. 
This  institution  is  one  of  the  great  pro¬ 
ducers  of  wealth.  It  has  brought  about 
great  savings  to  the  Federal  Government 
itself;  so  much  so  that  because  of  proc¬ 
esses  worked  out  by  it  during  the  war, 
four  ships  could  carry  what  would  other¬ 
wise  have  required  five  ships  to  transport. 
That  is  only  one  item. 

I  repeat,  Mr.  President,  that  in  spite 
of  the  remarks  made  by  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Illinois,  spoken,  I  believe, 
in  rather  an  ironic  way,  that  it  is  the  best 
advertised  laboratory  in  the  United 
States,  it  is  a  laboratory  which  produces 
more  per  dollar  expended  and  produces 
greater  results  for  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  than  any  other  laboratory  in  the 
United  States.  I  should  like  to  hear 
someone  dispute  that  by  presenting 
figures.  The  mere  fact  that  we  can  ap¬ 
propriate  billions  of  dollars  for  many 
other  purposes  but  contest  a  proposition 
such  as  this  to  me  seems  the  height  of  the 
ridiculous.  We  can  play  ball  on  a  “pork 
barrel”  proposition,  and  because  I  have 
not  any  “pork”  to  trade  I  suppose  my 
plea  should  be  disregarded.  As  I  said 
in  the  beginning,  I  am  speaking  for  the 
country,  not  for  my  State,  because  the 
State  has  gotten  no  “pork.” 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  point  out  to  the 
Senator  from  Washington,  if  he  was  not 
in  the  Chamber  during  the  earlier  debate, 
that  the  project  under  consideration  is  a 
research  project,  and  the  amount  of 
money  recommended  is  very  important 
to  this  kind  of  a  project  and  the  con¬ 
tinuity  of  this  kind  of  a  project  is  of  im¬ 
portance.  Starting  and  stopping  it  de¬ 
stroys  its  effectiveness.  Such  projects 
are  long-term  projects,  and  either  in¬ 
creasing  or  lowering  the  appropriation 
is  very  bad  for  such  a  project.  The 
amount  is  small,  and  the  project  should 
go  along  continuously  on  about  the  same 
level.  The  minimum  would  be  a  million 
and  a  quarter  dollars,  it  seems  to  me. 
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Mr.  CAIN.  Mr.  President,  the  junior 
Senator  from  Washington  is  thoroughly 
familiar  with  the  value  of  the  laboratory 
under  discussion  and  the  splendid  re¬ 
sults  it  has  produced.  The  State  of 
Washington,  which  I  am  delighted  and 
very  proud  to  represent  in  part,  is  one 
of  the  very  great  lumber  States  of  the 
Nation,  as  nearly  everyone  knows.  But 
I  raised  the  question  for  a  very  prac¬ 
tical  reason.  Because  of  the  importance 
of  this  laboratory,  is  there  a  prohibition 
against  permitting  private  enterprise, 
particularly  with  the  appropriation  being 
as  small  as  it  is,  to  contribute  the  dif¬ 
ference  and  a  great  deal  more,  if  it  is 
the  wish  of  the  Senate  to  support  the 
hard  work  which  has  been  done  by  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  and  his  associates 
on  the  committee?  I  am  trying  to  an¬ 
ticipate  the  future,  in  which,  it  seems  to 
me,  the  time  will  certainly  come  when 
the  Federal  Government,  however  much 
it  may  want  to  do  fine  things,  cannot  do 
everything  it  desires  to  do,  so  I  ask  can 
or  cannot  private  industry  make  up  the 
differentials  when  it  wants  laboratories 
of  this  character  to  continue? 

Mr.  EASTLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  yield? 

Mr.  WILEY.  Let  me  say  first  that 
in  the  very  bill  we  are  considering  we 
have  appropriated  millions  of  dollars  for 
highways  in  the  forests,  we  have  ap¬ 
propriated  millions  of  dollars  to  be  used 
in  looking  after  the  forest  industry,  and 
have  refused  $125,000  to  study  the  utili¬ 
zation  of  products  of  the  forests.  Plans 
are  now  under  way  for  investigations  be¬ 
cause  of  the  great  challenge  in  the  mat¬ 
ter  of  heat  production  units,  coal,  and  so 
forth.  There  is  the  question  of  investi¬ 
gating  the  utilization  of  refuse.  There 
have  been  reports  from  laboratories  on 
the  utilization  of  southern  pine,  which  a 
few  years  ago  could  not  be  used  for 
paper,  but  now  it  is  being  made  into 
paper. 

Permitting  private  enterprise  to  con¬ 
tribute  in  my  mind  seems  very  question¬ 
able  when  the  institution  is  a  public  in¬ 
stitution;  but  I  have  not  gone  into  that. 
The  major  portion  of  the  results  achieved 
by  the  laboratory  have  gone  directly  to 
the  benefit  of  the  public,  and  in  cases 
where  new  industries  have  gotten  ideas, 
the  public  has  received  tax  revenue, 
which  has  returned  a  hundredfold  every 
dollar  invested.  That  is  the  situation  as 
we  find  it. 

The  suggestion  is  no  reflection  on  the 
committee.  A  few  moments  ago  the  com¬ 
mittee  accepted  a  recommendation  for 
the  appropriation  of  millions  of  dollars 
more  for  school  lunches..  Yesterday  it 
was  overridden  in  relation  to  another 
project  involving  $50,000,000.  In  my 
opinion  it  is  only  common  sense  that  the 
committee  should  accept  the  proposal 
of  $125,000,  and  strive  for  it  in  confer¬ 
ence,  because  it  would  be  furthering  the 
national  welfare,  not  simply  working  for 
a  little  industry  in  my  State. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  yield  that  I 
may  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum? 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  suggest  the  ab¬ 
sence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 


The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names; 


Aiken 

Hatch 

Morse 

Baldwin 

Hawkes 

Murray 

Ball 

Hayden 

Myers 

Barkley 

Hickenlooper 

O’Conor 

Bricker 

Hill 

O’Mahoney 

Bridges 

Hoey 

Pepper 

Brooks 

Holland 

Reed 

Buck 

Ives 

Revercomb 

Butler 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Robertson,  Va. 

Byrd 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Russell 

Cain 

Kem 

Saltonstall 

Capehart 

Kilgore 

Smith 

Capper 

Knowland 

Sparkman 

Connally 

Langer 

Stennis 

Cooper 

Lodge 

Stewart 

Cordon 

Lucas 

Taft 

Donnell 

McCarthy 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Dworshak 

McClellan 

Thomas,  Utah 

Eastland 

McFarland 

Thye 

Ecton 

McGrath 

Tobey 

Ellender 

McKellar 

Tydings 

Feazel 

McMahon 

Vandenberg 

Ferguson 

Magnuson 

Wherry 

Flanders 

Malone 

Wiley 

Fulbright 

Martin 

Williams 

George 

Maybank 

Wilson 

Green 

Millikin 

Young 

Gurney 

The 

Moore 

PRESIDENT  pro  tempore. 

Eighty-three  Senators  having  answered 
to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  submitted  by  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Wiley!  to  the 
committee  amendment,  on  page  40,  line 
8,  to  strike  out  “$1,125,000”  and  insert 
“$1,250,000.” 

Mr.  WILEY  and  Mr.  EASTLAND  asked 
for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  Brewster]  and 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr. 
Bushfield]  are  necessarily  absent.  If 
present  and  voting,  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  would  vote  “yea.” 

The  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr. 
Robertson]  is  absent  on  official  business, 
and  is  paired  with  the  Senator  from 
Indiana  [Mr.  Jenner],  who  is  neces¬ 
sarily  absent.  If  present  and  voting,  the 
Senator  from  Wyoming  would  vote  “yea,” 
and  the  Senator  from  Indiana  would 
vote  “nay.” 

The  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Wat¬ 
kins]  is  necessarily  absent.  If  present 
and  voting,  the  Senator  from  Utah  would 
vote  “yea.” 

The  Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  White] 
is  absent  because  of  illness. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  The  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  [Mr.  Chavez]  is  unavoidably  de¬ 
tained  cm  official  business. 

I  announce  that  the  Senator  from 
Texas  [Mr.  O’Daniel]  is  absent  by  leave 
of  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Taylor] 
is  absent  on  public  business. 

The  Senator  from  California  [Mr. 
Downey],  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr. 
McCarran],  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Umstead],  and  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  New  York  [Mr.  Wagner]  are 
necessarily  absent. 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  44, 
nays  39,  as  follows: 

YEAS — 44 


Aiken  Ellender  Green 

Barkley  Feazel  Gurney 

Connally  Flanders  Hatch 

Cooper  Fulbright  Hill 

Eastland  George  Hoey 


Holland 

McKellar 

Sparkman 

Johnson,  Colo. 

McMahon 

Stennis 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Magnuson 

Stewart 

Kilgore 

Maybank 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Langer 

Morse 

Thomas,  Utah 

Lucas 

Murray 

Thye 

McCarthy 

Myers 

Tydings 

McClellan 

O’Conor 

Wiley 

McFarland 

Pepper 

Wilson 

McGrath 

Robertson,  Va. 

NAYS— 39 

Baldwin 

Dworshak 

Moore 

Ball 

Ecton 

O’Mahoney 

Bricker 

Ferguson 

Reed 

Bridges 

Hawkes 

Revercomb 

Brooks 

Hayden 

Russell 

Buck 

Hickenlooper 

Saltonstall 

Butler 

Ives 

Smith 

Byrd 

Kem 

Taft 

Cain 

Knowland 

Tobey 

Capehart 

Lodge 

Vandenberg 

Capper 

Malone 

Wherry 

Cordon 

Martin 

Williams 

Donnell 

Millikin 

Young 

NOT  VOTING— 

13 

Brewster 

McCarran 

Wagner 

Bushfield 

O’Daniel 

Watkins 

Chavez 

Robertson,  Wyo.  White 

Downey 

Taylor 

Jenner 

Umstead 

So  Mr.  Wiley’s  amendment  to  the 
committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  do 
not  propose  to  offer  an  amendment,  but 
I  have  received  a  telegram  from  Mr. 
Clyde  T.  Ellis,  executive  manager  of  the 
National  Rural  Electric  Cooperative  As¬ 
sociation,  with  reference  to  a  statement 
contained  in  the  report  on  this  bill  a  year 
ago.  I  ask  that  the  telegram  be  read  at 
the  desk. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With¬ 
out  objection,  the  telegram  will  be  read. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Washington,  D.  C.,  May  25,  1948. 
Senator  Alben  W.  Barkley, 

Senate  Office  Building: 

We  note  on  page  6433  of  Friday’s  Congres¬ 
sional  Record  Senator  Aiken  asked  Senator 
Brooks  whether  It  was  the  committee’s  In¬ 
tention  to  discontinue  the  proviso  contained 
In  Its  committee  report  of  last  year  requiring 
REA  to  file  generation  applications  with  the 
House  Appropriations  Committee  of  the 
House  and  Senate  before  making  such  loans. 
Senator  Brooks  replied  that  the  committee 
had  no  Intention  to  discontinue  the  practice 
and  said  “We  have  had  no  protest  of  any  kind 
against  the  continuance  of  practice.”  Please 
see  the  Senate  committee  hearings  and 
note  my  testimony  and  that  of  several  of  our 
members  of  the  legislative  committee  repre¬ 
senting  different  regions  of  the  country  pro¬ 
testing  this  30-day  requirement  and  urging 
that  it  not  be  continued  because  it  works  a 
hardship  on  our  systems.  Hope  you  can  get 
Senator  Brooks  in  the  debates  today  to  agree 
to  discontinue  the  practice. 

Clyde  T.  Ellis, 

Executive  Manager,  National  Rural 
Electric  Cooperative  Association. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  there 
is  no  provision  in  the  law  requiring  the 
REA  to  file  with  the  Appropriations 
Committees  of  the  House  and  Senate  a 
30-day  notice  with  respect  to  loans  which 
that  agency  proposes  to  make  with  ref¬ 
erence  to  the  generation  of  power.  But 
because  of  a  statement  contained  in  the 
report  a  year  ago,  it  has  been  the  practice 
to  require  that  the  REA  file  with  the 
two  Appropriations  Committees  infor¬ 
mation  with  respect  to  such  applications. 

It  is  a  rather  unusual  situation  to  find 
an  executive  agency  required — not  by 
any  law,  but  because  of  a  statement  in 
a  report — to  file  such  reports  with  the 
two  Appropriations  Committees.  As  I 
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say,  this  is  not  a  requirement  of  law,  but 
is  a  practice  which  has  arisen  because  of 
a  statement  contained  in  the  report.  I 
can  very  well  understand  the  irksome  in¬ 
convenience  involved  in  filing  such  re¬ 
ports  with  the  Appropriations  Commit¬ 
tees,  which  apparently  do  nothing  about 
them.  They  take  no  action  upon  them. 
So  far  as  I  know,  they  have  taken  no  ac¬ 
tion,  and  I  do  not  know  what  action  they 
could  take. 

What  is  the  view  of  the  committee, 
may  I  ask  the  Senator  from  Illinois,  as 
to  the  need  for  further  requiring  that 
the  REA  in  Washington  file  notice  with 
the  Appropriations  Committees  of  any 
application  with  regard  to  making  loans 
in  furtherance  of  the  creation  of  power 
to  carry  out  the  functions  of  the  REA? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  President,  at  the 
time  this  language  was  written  into  the 
report  there  was  considerable  discussion 
in  the  committee  about  the  use  of  funds 
for  creating  generating  plants.  A  mo¬ 
tion  was  made  in  the  committee  to  write 
into  the  law  a  provision  requiring  the 
REA  to  notify  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittees.  Finally,  after  discussion,  we 
decided  not  to  write  it  into  the  law,  but  to 
write  it  into  the  report. 

I  believe  the  reason  was  that  it  was 
not  desired  to  tiave  the  REA  build  gen¬ 
erating  plants  in  competition  with  exist¬ 
ing  plants.  If  an  attempt  were  made  to 
do  so,  the  requirement  for  filing  a  report 
would  allow  at  least  30  days  for  any  in¬ 
terested  person  to  present  his  views. 

I  have  heard  of  no  complaints.  I  do 
not  say  that  Mr.  Clyde  Ellis  did  not  pro¬ 
test  the  practice;  but  I  am  talking  about 
the  REA  itself.  That  is  what  I  meant 
when  I  said  that  the  REA  had  made  no 
objection  to  filing  such  reports.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  when  representatives  of 
the  REA  were  before  the  committee  I 
asked  the  Secretary,  Mr.  Wickard,  if  his 
report  was  up  to  date.  He  said  that  it 
was,  within  60  days.  I  asked  him  if  he 
would  bring  it  up  to  date,  and  he  said 
he  would. 

There  has  been  no  objection  that  I 
know  of  from  the  REA.  Consequently, 
it  was  our  intention,  because  of  the  dis¬ 
cussion,  and  because  it  was  a  concession 
to  those  who  wanted  to  write  it  into  the 
law,  to  put  it  in  the  report.  In  the  ab¬ 
sence  of  some  real  objection  from  the 
REA  itself,  it  was  my  understanding  that 
we  would  continue  the  relationship  as  it 
now  is. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Then,  as  I  under¬ 
stand,  the  committee  considered  that  the 
objection  of  the  National  Rural  Electric 
Cooperative  Association  was  not  suffi¬ 
cient  to  justify  the  committee  in  elimi¬ 
nating  the  practice,  or  eliminating  the 
language  from  the  report;  and  that  any 
objection  would  have  to  come  from  the 
REA  itself,  and  not  from  the  cooperatives 
organized  as  a  part  of  the  REA  system. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  That  is  as  accurate  a 
statement  as  I  could  make  of  the  situa¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  In  other  words,  the 
Senator  does  not  now  propose  to  recom¬ 
mend  that  the  practice  be  discontinued. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  did  not  so  intend,  be¬ 
cause  I  knew  that  if  I  did  so  I  would  have 
to  report  to  the  full  committee,  and  the 
discussion  would  start  all  over  again,  as 


to  whether  such  a  provision  should  be 
written  into  the  law. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Let  me  ask  the  Sen¬ 
ator  if  in  the  case  of  any  other  agency 
created  by  Congress  there  is  a  require¬ 
ment  by  practice — not  by  law,  but 
merely  because  of  the  dictum  of  a  re¬ 
port— that  the  agency  shall  report  peri¬ 
odically,  every  30  days  or  any  other 
period,  applications  for  the  administra¬ 
tion  of  the  act  as  Congress  has  author¬ 
ized  it. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  will  say  frankly  that 
I  do  not  know  whether  there  are  any 
other  examples  or  not.  I  am  not  familiar 
with  any  such. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  do  not  know  the 
background  of  the  requirement.  I  am 
not  a  member  of  the  committee.  It 
seems  a  little  strange  that  an  agency 
authorized  to  make  loans  to  cooperatives 
from  funds  provided  by  Congress  should 
be  required,  not  by  law,  but  by  practice, 
because  of  certain  language  in  a  report, 
to  report  every  30  days,  or  give  30  days’ 
notice  to  the  Appropriations  Committees 
of  Congress,  of  applications  for  funds 
with  which  to  build  generating  plants. 
It  would  seem  to  be  a  little  out  of  the 
ordinary  executive  and  legislative  pro¬ 
cedure. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Sen¬ 
ator  will  yield  to  me  for  a  moment  on 
this  particular  point,  let  me  say  that  in 
my  opinion  one  reason  why  this  provision 
is  wise  is  that  if  in  a  particular  commu¬ 
nity  there  is  all  the  current  that  is  nec¬ 
essary  to  energize  the  transmission  line, 
then  if  an  application  is  made  for  the 
construction  of  an  additional  generating 
unit  in  the  community  and  the  applica¬ 
tion  is  acted  on  favorably,  the  result  will 
be  to  tie  up  a  considerable  amount  of 
money  which  otherwise  would  be  avail- 
abl  for  allocation  to  some  other  commu¬ 
nity,  to  permit  it  to  construct  a  needed 
unit.  So  the  purpose  of  the  restriction, 
if  any,  was  primarily  to  prevent  the  ty¬ 
ing  up  or  dissipation  of  a  considerable 
amount  of  the  funds  of  the  Rural  Elec¬ 
trification  Administration  available  for 
the  construction  of  generating  plants. 
The  restriction  would  prevent  the  con¬ 
struction  of  additional  generating  plants 
in  a  community  which  has  available  suf¬ 
ficient  generating  plants  properly  to  en¬ 
ergize  the  line. 

The  other  day  I  asked  the  committee 
whether  the  Rural  Electrification  Ad¬ 
ministration  had  rejected  applications 
for  generating  plants.  I  am  informed 
that  none  have  been  rejected. 

So  the  situation  is  that  if  certain  com¬ 
munities  have  all  the  generating  facili¬ 
ties  they  need,  they  can  get  along  very 
well  for  another  year  without  having  ad¬ 
ditional  generating  facilities  and,  thus, 
without  depriving  other  communities  of 
the  use  of  the  funds  they  require  for  the 
construction  of  power  lines. 

So  I  say  there  is  a  sound  reason  for 
the  provision. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  has 
there  been  any  rejection  by  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration  of  appli¬ 
cations  of  that  sort,  simply  because  of 
what  might  be  called  this  obiter  dictum 
on  the  part  of  the  committee  report,  the 
requirement  for  the  filing  of  these  appli¬ 
cations  with  the  committee?  In  any 


event,  what  could  the  committee  do 
about  the  matter,  even  if  it  disapproved? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  let  me 
suggest  that  the  situation  has  been  sub¬ 
stantially  as  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  Brooks]  and  the  Senator  from  Min¬ 
nesota  [Mr.  Thye]  have  explained  it. 

The  first  thought  was  to  write  such  a 
provision  into  the  bill.  Then  I  think 
there  was  almost  unanimous  agreement 
to  place  the  provision  in  the  report.  The 
provisions  of  the  report  have  been  lived 
up  to  in  the  past,  and  there  has  been  no 
hardship  on  anyone. 

The  evidence  the  Senator  has  pre¬ 
sented  is  the  first  evidence  of  dissatisfac¬ 
tion  or  hardship  of  any  sort  I  have  heard 
of  in  this  connection.  It  seems  to  me 
that  the  arrangement  has  not  worked  a 
hardship  on  anyone,  and  probably  it  has 
done  considerable  good,  because  it  has 
had  a  salutary  effect  in  probably  making 
the  Rural  Electrification  Administration 
a  little  more  careful  about  its  procedure. 
This  provision  may  not  have  caused  the 
REA  to  reject  any  more  applications  or 
to  accept  any  more  applications,  but  cer¬ 
tainly  it  has  more  carefully  surveyed 
applications  of  this  kind. 

I  think  the  Rural  Electrification  Ad¬ 
ministration  will  state  generally,  as  it  has 
stated  to  the  committee,  that  it  has  not 
arbitrarily  rejected  applications;  but  in 
some  cases  it  has  slowed  up  applications 
or  caused  the  postponement  of  construc¬ 
tion  until  perhaps  it  was  more  fully  justi¬ 
fied  and  would  be  of  more  help  to  the 
persons  affected. 

So  I  think  the  provision  is  a  healthy 
one  to  have.  When  it  comes  to  counting 
the  specific  number  of  additional  appli¬ 
cations  or  rejections,  of  course  I  cannot 
tell  the  Senator  as  to  that. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Of  course  I  do  not 
know  the  details  of  this  matter.  The 
telegram  which  has  been  read  was  sent  to 
me  on  behalf  of  certain  cooperatives,  not 
on  behalf  of  the  Rural  Electrification  Ad¬ 
ministration  officially.  It  occurred  to 
me,  upon  receipt  of  this  information, 
that  it  was  somewhat  extraordinary 
for  an  administrative  agency  to  be  re¬ 
quired  to  file  with  two  congressional 
committees  notice  of  applications  for 
loans.  I  myself  do  not  know  that  any 
rejections  of  applications  have  occurred 
because  of  that  provision  or  that  any 
inconvenience  has  resulted  in  any  par¬ 
ticular  case.  I  have  no  particular  case 
in  mind.  But  it  struck  me  as  a  little 
unusual  for  an  executive  agency  to  be 
required  by  the  provisions  of  a  report, 
not  by  the  provisions  of  a  law — for  I 
would  be  opposed  to  such  a  provision  if 
it  were  included  in  the  law — to  make 
such  a  report  to  congressional  commit¬ 
tees.  I  suppose  the  provision  was  placed 
in  the  report  for  whatever  moral  effect 
it  might  have,  even  though  it  would  be 
without  any  legal  effect. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  It  certainly  does  not 
do  any  harm. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Sen¬ 
ator  will  yield  to  me,  let  me  say  that  I  am 
sure  he  recalls  that  when  the  Lucas  Elec¬ 
trification  Planning  Act  was  passed  in 
1945,  there  was  a  proposal  to  limit  the 
REA  specifically  to  the  construction  of 
lines  and  to  loans  for  that  purpose,  and 
to  prevent  it  from  placing  any  money 
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into  the  construction  of  generating 
plants.  However,  that  proposal  was  re¬ 
jected  by  Congress.  Again  in  1946  we 
fought  out  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  an 
amendment,  as  perhaps  the  Senator  re¬ 
calls,  which  was  offered,  as  I  remember, 
by  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr. 
Gurney  1,  perhaps  jointly  with  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Reed].  That 
amendment  would  have  prohibited  the 
REA  from  constructing  any  generating 
facilities.  The  amendment  was  rejected, 
as  I  recall,  by  a  vote  of  50  to  22. 

My  impression  is  that  the  Record 
shows  that  only  approximately  S  percent 
of  the  total  funds  of  the  REA  which  have 
been  loaned  up  to  date  have  been  loaned 
for  the  construction  of  generating  facili- 
ities. 

As  I  understand  this  provision,  which 
we  may  call  an  obiter  dictum — 

Mr.  WHERRY.  A  recommendation, 
perhaps. 

Mr.  HILL.  The  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
braska  suggests  that  it  is  a  recommen¬ 
dation.  Under  it,  the  REA  files  with 
the  respective  committees  of  the  two 
Houses  statements  in  regard  to  the  appli¬ 
cations  which  have  been  filed.  As  I  un¬ 
derstand  the  matter — and  if  I  am  in 
error,  I  wish  to  have  the  Senator  cor¬ 
rect  me — the  committees  do  not  them¬ 
selves  seek  to  pass  on  the  merits  or  de¬ 
merits  of  the  applications  or  as  to 
whether  the  applications  should  be 
granted,  rejected,  modified,  or  changed. 
The  committees  do  not  seek  to  determine 
what  action  should  be  taken  on  the  ap¬ 
plications;  but  the  purpose  is  merely 
that  there  shall  be  a  30-day  notice,  dur¬ 
ing  which  30-day  period  the  interested 
parties  may  have  an  opportunity  to  pre¬ 
sent  any  matters  which  they  wish  to 
present  in  regard  to  the  applications. 
But  the  committees  themselves  do  not 
seek  in  any  way  to  pass  on  the  applica¬ 
tions.  That  is  a  correct  statement,  is  it 
not? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  The  Senator  has 
stated  the  matter  very  well. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  But  is  such  an  ar¬ 
rangement  really  necessary? 

.  Mr.  BRIDGES.  Otherwise  there 
would  be  no  notice.  In  the  past,  in 
many  cases  complaints  have  been  made 
after  the  applications  have  been  approv¬ 
ed  and  the  work  has  been  begun.  When 
complaints  were  made  thereafter,  the 
complaining  parties  were  asked,  “Why 
didn’t  you  protest?”  Their  reply  was, 
“We  did  not  have  any  notice.” 

The  procedure  now  under  considera¬ 
tion  will  result  in  the  giving  of  advance 
notice,  so  that  an  opportunity  will  be 
afforded  to  present  objections. 

Under  the  practice,  I  do  not  think 
there  is  any  question  of  the  provision 
being  used;  but  it  does  cause  advance 
notice  to  be  given. 

Mr.  HILL.  And  that  is  the  purpose  of 
the  recommendation — not  that  the  com¬ 
mittees  shall  pass  on  the  matter  in  any 
way  whatsoever  or  shall  attempt  to  in¬ 
ject  themselves  into  the  operations  of 
the  REA,  but  simply  that  there  shall  be 
a  30-day  notice. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  inas¬ 
much  as  the  minority  leader  has  raised 
the  question  of  the  force  or  effect  of  the 


recommendation  and  what  it  may  mean 
when  it  is  carried  in  the  committee  re¬ 
port,  let  me  state  that  its  principle  might 
apply  to  a  similar  recommendation 
which  was  adopted  by  the  Interior  De¬ 
partment  subcommittee  of  the  Appro¬ 
priation  Committee  and  also  by  the  full 
Appropriations  Committee. 

Let  me  suggest  to  the  distinguished 
minority  leader  where  such  an  arrange¬ 
ment  is  helpful.  The  Appropriations 
Committee  felt  that,  inasmuch  as  it  is 
responsible,  in  a  way,  for  the  appropria¬ 
tions  which  are  made  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  such  projects — for  the  Bureau 
more  or  less  holds  the  committee  respon¬ 
sible  for  the  allocation  of  such  funds — it 
is  absolutely  necessary,  therefore,  that  it 
be  kept  advised  in  regard  to  the  con¬ 
struction  of  the  various  reclamation 
projects.  Until  last  year  we  did  not 
know  how  the  construction  of  such  proj¬ 
ects  was  progressing;  we  had  no  infor¬ 
mation  on  that  point.  In  some  cases  we 
would  come  to  the  end  of  a  contract  and 
possibly  find  that  the  funds  had  been 
exhausted  before  the  fiscal  year  had 
terminated.  Today  we  have  an  appor¬ 
tionment  statute,  and  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  is  supposed  to  enforce  it.  But  it 
was  our  opinion  that,  inasmuch  as  Con¬ 
gress  is  responsible  for  the  appropria¬ 
tions,  it  is  necessary  that  the  Bureau  of 
Reclamation  keep  the  legislative  com¬ 
mittees  advised.  In  the  report  last  year 
we  adopted  language  very  similar  in 
principle  to  the  language  recommended 
this  year  by  the  committee.  That  was 
done  for  informational  purposes  and  pri¬ 
marily  for  the  same  purposes  which  have 
just  been  outlined  by  the  Senator  from 
Alabama  [Mr.  Hill].  I  hope  the  Sena¬ 
tor  will  not  in  any  way  in  this  colloquy 
indicate  it  is  unnecessary  for  a  bureau 
to  conform  to  that  recommendation,  be¬ 
cause  I  think  its  effect  is  wholesome. 
I  certainly  should  not  want  the  Bureau 
of  Reclamation  to  get  the  idea  that  be¬ 
cause  it  is  not  in  the  law  and  because 
we  could  not  write  it  into  the  law  it 
should  be  disregarded. 

The  Senator  well  knows  that  if  such 
an  amendment  were  proposed  a  point  of 
order  would  be  made  against  it,  and  it 
could  not  be  placed  in  the  bill.  But  I 
hope  the  Senator  will  not  lessen  in  any 
way  the  compulsion  which  I  think  should 
go  along  with  it.  Although  it  is  merely 
a  recommendation,  I  hope  at  least  the 
Bureau  of  Reclamation  will  continue  to 
make  reports.  The  reports  have  been 
very  helpful.  They  have  been  made, 
possibly,  not  because  required  by  the  law, 
but  because  it  was  felt  that,  inasmuch 
as  the  committee  unanimously  recom¬ 
mended  it,  it  was,  in  force  and  effect, 
almost  as  good  as  a  law,  and  that,  there¬ 
fore,  they  should  conform  to  it.  I  hope 
from  this  colloquy  the  Bureau  of  Recla¬ 
mation  will  not  get  an  idea  it  is  unneces¬ 
sary  to  comply  with  the  recommendation 
of  the  committee,  which  is  in  principle 
and  in  practice  the  same  as  this  one, 
which  applies  to  the  REA. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Nothing  I  have  said 
is  to  be  interpreted  as  asking  or  recom¬ 
mending  that  any  agency  ignore  any 
recommendation  of  the  Congress  with  re¬ 
spect  to  making  reports  to  Congress.  We 
all  know  we  need  information  constantly 
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from  these  agencies  as  to  their  opera¬ 
tions.  I  think  the  telegram  I  had  read 
was  based  on  the  assumption  that  what 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  said  yesterday 
was  that  nobody  protested  against  the 
recommendation  heretofore  made, 
whereas  the  Senator  has  now  indicated 
that  what  he  meant  to  say  was  that  the 
REA  itself,  as  a  governmental  agency, 
did  not  protest.  It  seems  from  the  tele¬ 
gram  and  the  other  facts  that  the  repre¬ 
sentative  of  the  cooperatives  did  object 
to  a  continuance  of  this  practice.  But  I 
am  not  suggesting,  so  long  as  the  Con¬ 
gress  and  the  committee  feel  the  way 
they  do  about  it — and  I  suppose  the  con¬ 
trary  would  be  indicated  by  some  ac¬ 
tion — that  the  agencies  in  question  vio¬ 
late  the  good  faith  involved  in  the  rec¬ 
ommendation  that  they  make  these  re¬ 
port's. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Possibly  I  can  clarify  the 
situation  a  little  bit.  I  asked  this  ques¬ 
tion  on  the  floor  the  other  day,  of  the 
Senator  from  Illinois,  because  REA  had 
asked  me  to  have  it  made  clear  for  the 
Record,  whether  they  were  expected  to 
continue  to  make  the  reports  to  the  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committees  of  the  two 
Houses.  The  officials  of  REA  had  no¬ 
ticed  that  this  proviso  or  request  in  last 
year’s  report  of  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee  had  been  omitted  from  this  year’s 
report,  and  they  wanted  to  have  it  made 
clear  whether  that  meant  that  the  Con¬ 
gress  felt  that  such  reports  were  no 
longer  necessary,  or  whether  the  Appro¬ 
priations  Committee  felt  that,  having 
included  the  provision  1  year,  the  REA 
would  continue  to  submit  reports  from 
year  to  year. 

The  REA  stated  that  unless  an  ex¬ 
planation  to  the  contrary  were  made, 
they  should  expect  to  continue  making 
the  reports  to  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittees  of  the  House  and. Senate  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  suggestion  contained 
in  last  year’s  report.  They  did  not  indi¬ 
cate  whether  such  a  provision  was  harm¬ 
ing  them  in  any  way.  In  fact,  I  think  if 
it  had  been  harming  them  they  probably 
would  have  so  indicated.  But  that  was 
the  sole  purpose  of  my  asking  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois  the  other 
day,  to  make  it  clear  for  the  Record 
whether  the  REA  was  expected  or  in¬ 
vited  to  continue  making  the  reports 
when  money  was  to  be  loaned  for  the 
purpose  of  establishing  generating  facili¬ 
ties. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  appreciate  the  state¬ 
ments  of  the  Senator  from  Vermont  and 
other  Senators.  They  seem  to  have  clari¬ 
fied  the  situation  to  some  extent.  I  pre¬ 
sume  we  can  assume  that  until  and  un¬ 
less  Congress  or  the  committee  in  a  sub¬ 
sequent  report  changes  its  attitude  it 
feels  that  this  practice  should  continue. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  That  would  be  my  un¬ 
derstanding.  To  explain  further  to  the 
Senator,  I  felt  that  when  the  question 
was  asked  me,  since  we  did  not  discuss  it 
in  committee  this  year,  and  the  REA  had 
made  no  request  that  we  change  it,  and 
because  of  the  rather  extended  discussion 
we  had  when  we  wrote  it  into  the  report, 
that,  as  the  chairman,  I  should  assume 
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we  had  not  changed  the  rules  of  the 
game. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  shall  not  pursue  the 
matter  further  at  this  time.  I  thank  the 
Senator. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senate  having  agreed  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  amend¬ 
ing  the  committee  amendment  on  page 
40,  line  8,  the  question  now  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  committee  amendment  as 
amended. 

The  amendment  as  amended  was 
agreed  to.  , 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  is  open  to  further  amendment. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  I  send  to 
the  desk  an  amendment,  which  I  ask  to 
have  stated. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  submits  an 
amendment,  which  the  clerk  will  read. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  49,  line  7, 
beginning  with  the  word  “there”,  it  is 
proposed  to  strike  out  all  down  to  and 
including  the  word  “than,”  in  line  11, 
and  to  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  follow¬ 
ing:  “the  method  of  distribution  of  funds 
used  in  connection  with  the  1947  pro¬ 
grams:  Provided  further,  That  no  par¬ 
ticipant  shall  receive  more  than.” 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  submitted  by  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota., 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  the  Sen¬ 
ate  will  recall  that  last  year,  after  a  long 
struggle,  many  of  us  representing  agri¬ 
cultural  interests  were  able  to  secure  re¬ 
instatement  of  the  soil-conservation  and 
land-use  program  this  year  in  the 
amount  of  $150,000,000.  At  that  time 
an  amendment  was  offered  by  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  Georgia  to 
change  the  basis  of  distribution  of  the 
funds.  For  several  years  previously  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  had  followed 
a  basis  of  distribution  which  I  believe 
was  equitable  to  all  States  concerned. 
The  new  amendment  changed  that 
basis.  I  was  able  at  that  time  to  have 
an  amendment  to  the  amendment 
adopted,  which  required  that  there 
could  be  no  loss  to  any  State  of  more 
than  15  percent.  This  saved  North  Da¬ 
kota  and  some  other  States  from  sus¬ 
taining  greatly  reduced  loss  in  funds. 

The  general  effect  of  the  Russell 
amendment  was  to  lower  the  payments 
to  Northern  and  Western  States.  In  my 
opinion,  there  is  no  place  in  the  United 
States  that  needs  soil-conservation  prac¬ 
tices  more  than  the  Middle  West  out  in 
the  “dust  bowl,”  which  is  the  bread 
basket  of  the  United  States,  and,  in  re¬ 
cent  years,  has  been  the  bread  basket  of 
the  world. 

To  give  you  some  indication,  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  of  how  the  amendment  affected 
some  of  the  States,  I  should  like  to  read 
certain  figures.  But  first,  Mr.  President, 
I  may  state  that  I  would  ask  that  the  con¬ 
ferees  not  accept  the  amendment  I  have 
just  proposed,  unless  appropriations  go 
back  to  $300,000,000  or  thereabouts,  be¬ 
cause  if  the  appropriations  are  small  the 
present  distribution  method  supported 
by  the  Senator  from  Georgia  is,  I  think, 
quite  fair.  But  if  we  are  going  back  to 
appropriations  of  $300,000,000  or  more 


for  this  program,  then  I  believe  the  old 
distribution  system,  which  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  used  for  years, 
should  be  used. 

Mr.  President,  to  give  some  indication 
as  to  how  the  new  formula  has  affected 
the  various  States — I  do  not  have  figures 
for  all  the  States  but  I  do  have,  for  a 
few,  including  Georgia,  Oklahoma,  Kan¬ 
sas,  and  North  Dakota,  for  example— on 
the  basis  of  a  $300,000,000  program  those 
States  would  be  affected  in  this  way: 
Under  the  old  formula,  Georgia  would 
receive  $6,646,000.  Under  the  new  for¬ 
mula,  Georgia  would  get  $7,920,000,  or 
a  gain  of  $1,274,000. 

In  Kansas  there  is  little  change.  Okla¬ 
homa  would  gain  approximately  $1,- 
000,000.  North  Dakota  would  lose  $1,- 
222,000. 

For  the  rest  of  the  States  I  have  no 
figures  which  are  up  to  date.  I  received 
these  figures  from  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  this  morning.  They  are  all 
the  department  was  able  to  work  out  this 
morning  to  show  what  distribution 
among  the  States  would  be  under  a 
$300,000,000  program  under  the  old  and 
new  formulas,  respectively. 

Last  year  the  Appropriations  Commit¬ 
tee  was  given  some  figures  for  several 
States  for  the  purpose  of  showing  how 
the  States  represented  by  the  various  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committee  members  would 
be  affected.  Under  those  figures  Oregon 
would  lose  more  than  $500,000;  Idaho, 
more  than  $300,000;  Arizona,  approxi¬ 
mately  $400,000;  Michigan,  approxi¬ 
mately  $1,000,000;  Wyoming,  approxi¬ 
mately  $300,000.  Nevada  and  several 
other  States  would  also  lose. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  no  punitive  ob¬ 
jective  in  mind.  I  have  worked  very 
closely  with  the  Representatives  of 
Southern  States.  I  find  them  very  close 
and  sympathetic  to  the  problems  of  ag¬ 
riculture.  I  have  tried  to  understand 
their  problems  and  have  voted  with  them 
many  times.  I  want  the  Senate  to  un¬ 
derstand  that  I  am  sincerely  trying  to 
make  up  for  the  Dust  Bowl  States  for 
some  of  the  losses  sustained  by  previous 
authorizations. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  [Mr.  Young], 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I 
doubt  whether  there  will  be  any  other 
amendment  discussed  in  connection  with 
the  bill  which  would  have  a  greater  ef¬ 
fect  on  the  future  of  soil  conservation 
than  would  the  pending  amendment.  I 
regret  very  much  to  find  myself  in  dis¬ 
agreement  with  my  good  friend  from 
North  Dakota. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HILL.  Would  the  Senator  like 
me  to  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum? 
It  is  a  very  important  subject  he  is  about 
to  discuss. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  It  is  an  important  is¬ 
sue,  but  I  would  not  care  to  yield  for  a 
quorum  call  at  this  time,  because  no 
doubt  absent  Senators  are  having  their 
lunch. 

The  Senator  from  North  Dakota  has 
truly  stated  that  on  the  basis  of  the 


$250,000,000  appropriation,  under  the 
new  formula,  his  State  would  lose  ap¬ 
proximately  $600,000,  as  compared  with 
the  $265,000,000  appropriation  under  the 
old  formula.  The  appropriation  which 
was  voted  yesterday  contains  $300,000,- 
000,  so  that  in  the  case  of  North  Dakota, 
if  the  $300,000,000  appropriation  is  re¬ 
tained  in  the  bill,  the  farmers  of  that 
State  will  receive  more  funds  than  they 
received  under  the  1947  program  and 
under  the  old  formula.  So  it  is  merely 
a  question,  as  the  Senator  has  indicated, 
as  to  how  much  should  be  appropriated. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  I  have  figures  com¬ 
piled  by  Mr.  Wells,  of  the  Department 
of  Agriculture.  According  to  those  fig¬ 
ures,  North  Dakota  would  receive,  under 
the  old  formula,  $7,187,000;  under  the 
new  formula,  $5,975,000. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  have  the  figures 
which  were  submitted  to  the  members  of 
the  subcommittee  when  the  subject  was 
under  consideration  this  year.  They 
were  prepared,  as  I  understand,  by  Mr. 
Dodd,  the  man  who  was  actually  han¬ 
dling  the  program. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  further  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes. 

Mr.  YOtfNG.  Do  those  figures  take 
into  consideration  the  15-percent  limi¬ 
tation? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes.  The  1948  pro¬ 
gram  operates  under  the  15-percent  lim¬ 
itation  which  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  offered  last  year.  Under  the 
figures  I  have,  which  were  supplied  by 
the  Department  of  Agriculture,  the  State 
of  North  Dakota,  under  the  1947  for¬ 
mula — no;  I  have  made  a  mistake.  I 
was  considering  the  State  of  Kansas 
which  precedes  the  State  of  North  Da¬ 
kota.  The  figures  were  compiled  to  show 
each  member  of  the  subcommittee  how 
his  State  would  fare  under  the  two  pro¬ 
grams.  The  State  of  North  Dakota 
would  have  a  decrease  under  this  pro¬ 
gram,  by  adopting  the  new  formula. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  I  believe  the  decrease 
would  be  approximately  a  million  dol¬ 
lars,  would  it  not? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes;  I  think  it  would 
be  almost  that  much.  The  Senator  has 
some  figures  with  which  I  am  not  famil¬ 
iar.  I  was  trying  to  estimate,  roughly,  in 
my  mind  on  the  basis  of  the  figures  I 
have.  They  apply  only  to  the  $265,- 
000,000  figure  under  the  old  formula, 
$225,000,000  under  the  old  formula,  $225,- 
000,000  under  the  new  formula,  and  the 
sum  of  $250,000,000  under  the  new  for¬ 
mula.  The  distribution  under  the  $300,- 
000,000  appropriation  is  not  given  under 
either  formula.  v 

Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  recite 
briefly  the  history  of  the -program 

When  the  processing  taxes  were  origi¬ 
nally  imposed  they  were  imposed  on 
three  great  basic  commodities — wheat, 
corn,  and  cotton.  At  that  time  it  was  the 
theory  of  the  tax  to  pay  back  to  the  States 
in  which  those  commodities  were  pro¬ 
duced  an  acreage  payment,  allowing  so 
much  for  each  acre  taken  from  produc¬ 
tion,  in  order  to  be  able  to  relieve  the 
great  surplus  which  was  depressing  agri¬ 
cultural  prices.  The  legislation  was  pre- 
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pared  rather  hastily,  I  assume,  because 
no  one  had  ever  heard  of  a  processing 
tax  prior  to  that  time.  It  developed  that 
the  processing  tax  on  wheat  produced  a 
great  deal  more  money  for  the  Treasury 
than  did  the  processing  tax  on  corn  or  on 
cotton.  The  processing  tax  on  corn 
brought  in  considerably  more  than  did 
the  tax  on  cotton.  For  that  reason  the 
wheat-producing  States  received  larger 
payments  for  their  reduction  in  acreage 
than  did  the  States  producing  corn  and 
cotton.  — 

That  program  was  invalidated  by  the 
Supreme  Court;  it  was  declared  uncon¬ 
stitutional.  Whereupon,  Congress  en¬ 
acted  the  so-called  Soil  Conservation  Act 
of  1936.  As  I  recall,  the  decision  of  the 
Supreme  Court  was  handed  down  some¬ 
time  in  January  or  February  1936.  The 
soil-conservation  law  was  enacted  in  the 
spring.  It  established  a  soil-conserva¬ 
tion  program  which  was  not  based  upon 
processing  taxes,  but  was  to  be  support¬ 
ed  by  direct  contributions  which  were 
made  from  the  Federal  Treasury  for  the 
purpose  of  encouraging  soil  conservation. 
When  the  distribution  was  made,  for 
some  reason,  though  the  processing 
taxes  had  expired,  some  element  was  re¬ 
tained  in  the  program  which  caused  the 
funds  to  be  allocated  in  part  as  they  had 
been  under  the  old  processing-tax  pro¬ 
posal.  That  was  manifestly  unfair  to  a 
great  many  States;  for  example,  the 
States  of  Vermont  and  Maine,  and  a 
number  of  other  Eastern  States.  The 
dairy  States  were,  in  the  first  instance, 
unable  to  secure  their  fair  share  of  any 
just  allotments  of  soil-conservation  pay¬ 
ments.  The  defects  of  the  program  were 
remedied  from  time  to  time.  Different 
formulas  were  adopted.  A  formula  was 
adopted  which  took  into  consideration 
range  lands,  for  example,  so  that  States 
such  as  Nevada  and  Wyoming  might  be 
able  to  participate  in  the  farm  program. 

I  can  understand  the  reason  why  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  would  like  to 
go  back  to  the  old  system.  However,  I  do 
not  think  it  is  wise.  I  do  not  believe  it  is 
a  sound  public  policy  to  have  a  soil-con¬ 
servation  formula  based  upon  other  than 
soil-conservation  needs  in  the  areas 
where  the  program  is  to  be  applied.  I 
am  sure  that  many  persons  would  be  sur¬ 
prised  to  know  that  last  year  was  the 
first  time  Congress  had  a  program  of  soil 
conservation  based  upon  conservation 
needs.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  last  year  was 
the  first  year  the  program  was  made  to 
apply  directly  to  soil  conservation  on  a 
basis  of  need. 

Mr.  President,  I  regret  that  the  Sena¬ 
tor  has  offered  this  amendment.  I  real¬ 
ize  that  it  is  offered  in  the  utmost  good 
faith  because  the.  Senator  feels  that  his 
State  will  lose  funds  to  which  it  should 
be  entitled.  I  do  not  think  it  can  be  dis¬ 
puted,  on  the  basis  of  sound  legislation, 
that  conservation  need  is  the  fundamen¬ 
tal  we  should  observe  in  applying  a  na¬ 
tional  conservation  program. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Ecton  in  the  chair).  Does  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 
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Mr.  THYE.  Some  of  the  major  farm 
organizations  do  not  support  the  Sena¬ 
tor  in  his  contention. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  may  be.  I  have 
never  been  bound  by  the  views  of  any 
farm  organization.  I  undertake  to  give 
the  views  of  the  Senator  from  Georgia, 
though,  of  course,  I  consider  the  recom¬ 
mendations  of  farm  groups. 

Mr.  THYE.  If  I  may  interrupt  fur¬ 
ther,  I  would  say  that  the  amendment  of 
the  junior  Senator  from  North  Dakota  is 
absolutely  sound  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
there  are  now  $300,000,000  for  soil-con¬ 
servation  purposes. 

I  wish  to  state  my  position  in  order 
that  all  may  know  before  the  vote  is 
taken  that  I  shall  support  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
because  the  recommendations  of  the 
farm  organizations  uphold  the  position 
of  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  and 
are  against  that  of  the  Senator  from 
Georgia. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Of  course,  the  Senator 
is  completely  entitled  to  hold  that  view, 
and  I  have  no  dispute  with  him  for  hold¬ 
ing  it.  I  simply  have  to  differ  with  him. 
The  fact  that  his  view  is  buttressed  by 
farm  organizations  carries  no  great  con¬ 
viction  with  me,  because  I  have  my  own 
ideas  as  to  what  is  a  proper  soil-con¬ 
servation  program,  and  I  do  not  believe 
we  can  justify  continuing  to  appropriate 
these  large  sums  from  the  Federal  Treas¬ 
ury  for  a  soil-conservation  program 
that  is  based  on  anything  other  than 
conservation  needs.  I  think  that  is  a 
fairer  way  of  applying  federally  appro¬ 
priated  funds,  rather  than  applying 
them  on  the  basis  of  the  number  of  mem¬ 
bers  of  certain  farm  organizations  lo¬ 
cated  in  certain  States  who  would  be 
desirous  of  having  a  money  formula 
which  would  be  more  agreeable  to  them. 

Of  course,  Mr.  President,  the  effect  of 
the  Young  amendment  will  be  to  take 
away  some  funds  from  the  eastern  sea¬ 
board  and  Southern  States.  There  can 
be  no  question  about  that.  It  may  be 
that  some  of  us  in  the  South  who  have 
fought  constantly  for  the  soil-conserva¬ 
tion  program  will  be  taken  to  the  wood¬ 
shed  and  spanked  because  of  our  tem¬ 
erity  yesterday  in  differing  with  the 
leadership  and  voicing  our  convictions 
and  in  voting  for  the  larger  amount 
for  soil  conservation.  But  this  is  one 
time  when  the  southern  Democrats  will 
not  be  spanked  alone,  because  when  the 
spanking  is  administered  to  us  it  will 
also  take  to  the  woodshed  the  distin¬ 
guished  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture,  along  with  the  Senators 
from  New  Hampshire  and  the  State  of 
Maine,  and  will  apply  the  paddle  to  them 
with  much  more  vigor  than  to  the  south¬ 
ern  Democrats.  It  so  happens  that  when 
we  base  the  program  on  need,  the  States 
which  have  been  farmed  for  the  longest 
time,  the  States  which  contain  a  large 
number  of  small  farms,  will  feel  the  pad¬ 
dle  a  great  deal  more  than  will  the  States 
represented  by  the  southern  Democrats 
who  had  the  temerity  to  vote  for  the 
$300,000,000  appropriation  yesterday. 
It  will  be  bitter  irony  for  the  farmers 
of  stalwart  Republican  States  in  New 
England,  such  as  Maine  and  Vermont, 
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to  be  the  real  victims  of  reprisals  di¬ 
rected  at  Dixie. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  The  program  that  was 
followed  in  every  year  previous  to  1948 
was  a  program  mapped  out  by  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  itself  under  a 
Democratic  administration. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  may  be.  I  have 
never  been  one  of  those  who  contended 
that  every  action  of  a  Democratic  ad¬ 
ministration  was  perfect.  I  have  seen 
some  of  the  most  horrible  blunders  com¬ 
mitted  by  a  Democratic  administration 
that  could  have  been  made.  I  did  not 
serve  in  the  Senate  but  2  months  while 
the  Republicans  were  in  power,  but  cer¬ 
tainly  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
would  never  get  me  to  defend  everything 
a  Democratic  administration  has  done. 
I  have  bitterly  opposed  a  great  many 
things  which  were  done  by  a  Democratic 
administration  and  have  not  hesitated 
to  express  my  disapproval  on  this  floor. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  That  probably  is  one  of 
the  reasons  why  I  have  so  great  admira¬ 
tion  for  the  Senator  from  Georgia.  He 
always  has  his  own  mind,  in  regard  to 
appropriations  and  every  other  matter. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  endeavor  to.  I 
think  that  is  the  proper  function  of  a 
Senator.  A  Senator  occupies  a  peculiar 
position  in  our  scheme  of  government. 
If  there  is  any  one  public  servant  who 
should  not  be  slavish  to  a  party  policy, 
but  should  consider  the  national  welfare, 
it  is  a  Member  of  this  great  body,  a  body 
established,  as  it  was,  as  one  which  has 
peculiar  prerogatives,  which  is  endowed 
with  peculiar  functions.  I  do  not  think 
any  Member  of  the  Senate  should  be 
slavish  to  party  when  he  thinks  that  the 
public  welfare  runs  counter  to  the  de¬ 
mands  of  a  political  party. 

As  I  have  said,  Mr.  President,  there  is 
something  in  the  hearings  on  this  pro¬ 
gram,  and  I  wish  to  read  it  into  the  rec¬ 
ord  so  that  Senators  will  know  the  effect 
the  amendment  will  have  on  the  pro¬ 
gram  which  has  been  in  operation  here¬ 
tofore.  I  read  from  the  testimony  of 
Mr.  Dodd  before  the  House  committee  as 
it  appears  on  page  174  of  the  House  com¬ 
mittee  hearings,  in  discussing  the  for¬ 
mula  for  distribution  of  soil-conserva¬ 
tion  funds: 

Now,  we  found  that  if  we  went  entirely  to 
the  cropland  needs,  that  is,  on  a  cropland 
formula — States  with  large  acres  of  cropland 
and  relatively  small  acres  of  range  or  pas¬ 
ture  land  would  get  more,  perhaps,  than 
their  share  should  be. 

If  you  put  too  much  emphasis  on  the  basis 
of  range  land,  or  the  privately  owned  tim¬ 
ber  land,  or  the  privately  owned  pasture  land, 
you  could  take  a  State  like  Wyoming  or  a 
State  like  Nevada,  which  have  great  acre¬ 
ages  of  open  land,  and  they  would  get  more 
than  they  were  entitled  to. 

Here  is  significant  language  which 
I  call  to  the  attention  of  my  friends 
who  live  along  the  Atlantic  seaboard,  in 
the  so-called  Eastern  States: 

If  you  put  it  strictly  on  the  basis  of  the 
needs  you  have  to  come  to  the  extreme  east¬ 
ern  areas  of  the  United  States  where  the 
land  has  been  farmed  longer,  and  where 
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perhaps  some  of  it  was  poorer  to  begin 
with. 

That  is  a  statement  as  to  the  effect 
a  need  formula  has  in  the  Eastern  States. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  there  was  in  process 
of  application,  as  the  testimony  shows,  a 
change  in  this  formula  in  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  at  the  time  last  year ’when 
we  were  driven  by  extremity  to  put  these 
new  provisions  in  the  appropriation  bill. 
I  read  further  from  the  testimony : 

So  a  combination  was  developed  of  so 
much  per  acre  of  cropland,  so  much  per 
acre  of  range  land,  and  timber,  and  so  much 
on  the  basis  of  the  actual  needs,  and  then 
we  finally  arrived  at  a  total  for  each  State. 

Mr.  Dodd  further  testified  that  they 
submitted  the  program  to  me — at  that 
time  I  happened  to  be  serving  as  chair¬ 
man  of  the  subcommittee  having  charge 
of  agricultural  appropriations — and  I 
told  them  that  if  the  changes  were  made 
to  adopt  a  true  conservation  formula,  too 
severe  to  be  put  into  effect  in  1  year,  and 
that  they  should  be  applied  over  a  period 
of  years. 

Mr.  President,  I  further  invite  the  at¬ 
tention  of  the  Members  of  the  Senate  to 
the  fact  that  Mr.  Dodd  testified,  as  ap¬ 
pears  on  page  176,  as  follows: 

Although,  of  course,  there  may  be  criticism 
of  individual  figures,  the  net  effect  shows 
that  the  East  and  the  Southeast  generally 
had  the  greatest  needs  for  conservation  prac¬ 
tices. 

So,  as  I  have  said,  Mr.  President,  if 
this  is  to  be  a  punitive  expedtition  against 
those  who  on  yesterday  followed  their 
convictions  and  voted  for  the  increase  in 
appropriations,  it  is  one  time  the  punish¬ 
ment  cannot  be  applied  solely  to  the 
southern  Democrats.  The  amendment 
adversely  affects  some  of  the  Western 
States,  it  adversely  affects  all  the  Eastern 
States. 

I  called  Mr.  Dodd  this  morning  and 
discussed  the  matter  with  him,  and  he 
told  me  that  the  elimination  of  this  pro¬ 
vision  would  operate  more  to  the  detri¬ 
ment  of  the  New  England  States  than  to 
the  States  in  the  Southeast,  that  it  would 
take  away  from  them  more  in  proportion 
of  the  amount  they  had  been  receiving 
for  soil  conservation  payments  than  it 
would  take  away  from  the  Southern 
States.  . 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
N?w  England  States  do  not  get  very 
much  under  the  program. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  suppose  the  Senator 
is  proceeding  according  to  the  old  bibli¬ 
cal  injunction,  which  always  seemed  to 
me  to  be  very  unfair,  about  giving  to 
him  who  hath  and  taking  away  from 
him  who  hath  not  even  the  little  he  has. 
So,  because  he  finds  that  the  Eastern 
States  have  a  very  small  amount  of 
money,  he  says  that  the  change  does  not 
make  any  difference,  just  take  it  away 
from  them.  My  purpose  in  working  for 
this  new  method  was  to  give  those  States 
which  did  not  share  in  the  processing 
tax  a  better  break  in  the  distribution  of 
the  conservation  funds.  I  cannot 
imagine  that  Republican  Senators  from 
New  England  will  enthuse  over  the  pros¬ 
pect  of  losing  some  of  their  conserva¬ 


tion  allotments  merely  because  they  are 
already  small. 

Mr.  President,  I  submit  to  the  judg¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  and  to  the  judg¬ 
ment  of  the  country  the  question 
whether  there  can  be  justification  for 
taking  from  the  National  Treasury  funds 
which  are  provided  for  a  soil-conserva¬ 
tion  program,  and  applying  them  other¬ 
wise  than  on  the  basis  of  need  all  over 
the  Nation. 

I  appreciate  the  attitude  of  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  North  Dakota  when  he  states 
the  need  factor  should  be  left  in  the  bill 
if  the  amendment  adopted  on  yesterday 
should  be  finally  rejected  or  greatly  re¬ 
duced  in  amount.  Frankly  I  was  some¬ 
what  surprised  that  the  amendment  was 
adopted.  I  was  earnestly  supporting  it 
as  well  as  I  knew  how,  and  hoping  and 
praying  that  the  Senate  would  see  the 
light  and  adopt  the  amendment,  but  I 
was  extremely  pleased  at  the  outcome  of 
the  vote,  because,  since  so  many  of  my 
colleagues  on  the  other  side  thought 
the  appropriation  should  not  be  in¬ 
creased  at  this  time,  I  had  apprehended 
that  it  might  be  defeated,  but  the 
amendment  is  in  the  bill.  It  has  not 
gone  into  the  law  yet,  however.  The 
amendment  still  has  a  number  of  haz¬ 
ards  to  encounter  before  it  can  possibly 
become  law. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  The  Senator,  I  am 
sure,  will  agree  with  me  that  the  amend¬ 
ments  under  consideration  yesterday 
were  more  thoroughly  debated  than  have 
any  provisions  having  to  do  with  agri¬ 
cultural  programs  in  the  years  since 
the  Senator  and  I  have  been  in  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  will  say  they  were 
given  most  careful  attention. 

Mr.  LANGER.  And  less  sectionalism 
was  shown  in  their  consideration  than 
has  ever  been  shown  before  to  my  knowl¬ 
edge,  and  I  hope  that  attitude  will 
continue. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  shall  welcome  the 
coming  of  the  day  when  there  will  be 
none  shown. 

Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  has  mentioned  sectionalism.  A 
man  who  does  not  sit  in  this  body  under 
stigma  of  being  “one  of  these  southern 
Democrats”  cannot  appreciate  the  yearn¬ 
ing  in  the  heart  of  each  of  us  who  un¬ 
dertakes  to  represent  a  State  that  hap¬ 
pens  to  be  in  the  Southeast  for  the  day 
when  we  will  be  accepted  into  this  body 
individually  as  “just  another  Senator,” 
instead  of  being  thought  of  as  one  of  the 
peculiar  animals  who  happens  to  repre¬ 
sent  the  unusual  people  of  a  State  which 
is  located  in  the  southeastern  area  of  the 
Nation  which  was  in  the  southern  Con¬ 
federacy.  I  welcome  the  day  when  we 
shall  be  received  as  “just  another  Sena¬ 
tor,”  representing  a  sovereign  State.  I 
should  like  to  serve  in  this  body  when  we 
are  accepted  as  are  Senators  from  other 
parts  of  the  country,  at  a  time  when  we 
will  not  have  to  read  in  the  press  that 
“The  southern  Democrats  have  done 
this,”  or  have  done  the  other.  For  years 
we  have  been  discussed  in  the  press  as 
though  we  were  some  peculiar  breed  of 


humanity,  a  type  of  individuals  who  had 
ideas  so  dissimilar  from  those  of  people 
in  other  parts  of  the  country,  that  we 
have  nothing  in  common  with  the  people 
of  the  rest  of  the  country.  That  day 
cannot  come  too  soon  for  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  when  we  are  recognized  as 
Americans,  with  the  same  high  ideals 
and  patriotic  impulses  which  these  critics 
concede  those  not  from  the  South. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  YOUNG.  Mr.  President,  I  will  say 
that  there  is  no  thought  of  sectionalism 
on  my  part  in  the  actions  I  have  taken 
in  the  Senate.  I  have  voted  with  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Russell]  on 
a  good  many  occasions.  I  have  received 
a  considerable  amount  of  criticism  from 
my  own  State  for  taking  part  in  some 
matters  when  I  could  just  as  well  have 
stayed  out  of  them. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  trust  the  junior  Sen¬ 
ator  from  North  Dakota  did  not  think 
that  anything  I  said  was  critical  of  him. 
He  knows  the  warm  affection  and  great 
admiration  I  have  for  him.  We  can 
differ  over  a  matter  of  this  kind  without 
any  personalities.  I  would  not  blame 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  for  hav¬ 
ing  the  views  he  has,  and  I  am  sure  he 
Would  not  criticize  me  for  holding  the 
views  I  have  undertaken  to  express  on 
his  amendment.  I  have  a  very  profound 
affection  for  the  junior  Senator  from 
North  Dakota,  in  addition  to  a  great 
admiration  for  him.  He  is  a  very  valua¬ 
ble  Senator,  not  only  in  championing 
agricultural  legislation,  but  he  is  sound 
and  helpful  in  all  legislation.  I  particu¬ 
larly  admire  his  forthrightness  and 
courage. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  believe  we 
should  take  the  proposed  step  merely 
because  the  Senate  saw  fit  yesterday  to 
vote  for  the  adoption  of  an  appropriation 
of  $300,000,000.  That  is  no  sound  rea¬ 
son  to  go  back  to  the  old  formulas.  I 
do  not  believe  the  adoption  of  the  pend¬ 
ing  amendment  will  take  us  back  to  the 
old  formula.  It  was  fundamentally  un¬ 
sound.  As  I  have  read  from  the  hear¬ 
ings,  the  formula  was  in  process  of 
change  at  the  time  the  bill  came  before 
the  House  last  year,  before  the  appro¬ 
priations  were  cut  so  deeply.  Adjust¬ 
ments  were  being  made.  I  am  glad  that 
the  record  which  was  made  on  that  hear¬ 
ing  shows  that  at  that  time,  when  I  had 
some  little  measure  of  responsibility 
here,  I  indicated  that  the  change  should 
be  made  gradually  and  not  drastically 
respecting  any  new  formula,  so  that  it 
would  not  work  any  hardship  on  any  sec¬ 
tion  of  the  country.  It  is  true  that  the 
adoption  of  the  pending  amendment 
would  greatly  reduce  the  allotment  to 
my  State  from  the  amount  we  would 
receive  under  a  formula  based  on  con¬ 
servation  need.  Based  on  the  amount 
that  is  appropriated  it  would  take  even 
a  larger  amount  from  the  New  England 
States,  not  in  total,  but  in  the  proportion 
of  the  sum  that  is  allotted  to  those 
States. 

Mr.  President,  we  cannot  go  wrong 
if  we  stand  four-square  on  a  basis  of 
need  in  the  distribution  of  these  funds. 
I  do  not  like  to  see  the  amount  provided 


1948  CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE  6555 


for  any  State  reduced.  For  my  part  I 
would  be  willing  to  vote  for  an  adequate 
appropriation  to  provide  that  no  State 
should  lose  one  dollar  below  the  highest 
amount  it  has  ever  received  from  an 
equal  appropriation  of  $300,000,000.  But 
certainly  it  would  be  unwise  for  the  Sen¬ 
ate  to  be  placed  in  the  position  of  appro¬ 
priating  a  substantial  sum  of  money  for 
soil  conservation  purposes — and  those 
are  the  only  purposes  of.  the  appropria¬ 
tion — but  distributing  it  without  regard 
to  the  need  for  which  the  sums  were  ap¬ 
propriated.  In  other  words,  it  would  cer¬ 
tainly  seem  to  me  to  be  the  course  of  pru¬ 
dence  and  the  course  of  wisdom  to  say 
that  if  we  are  to  have  a  soil  conserva¬ 
tion  program  we  should  emphasize  it 
more  greatly  in  the  area  where  the  need 
is  greatest  and  where  the  erosion  is  tak¬ 
ing  the  heaviest  toll  from  the  soil,  which 
is  the  common  heritage  of  all  the  Ameri¬ 
can  people. 

Mr.  President,  the  amendment  should 
be  rejected. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  suggest  the  absence 
of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names: 


Aiken 

Green 

Millikin 

Baldwin 

Gurney 

Moore 

Ball 

Hatch 

Morse 

Barkley 

Hawkes 

Murray 

Brlcker 

Hayden 

Myers 

Bridges 

Hickenlooper 

O'Conor 

Brooks 

Hill 

O’Mahoney 

Buck 

Hoey 

Pepper 

Butler 

Holland 

Revercomb 

Byrd 

Ives 

Robertson,  Va. 

Cain 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Russell 

Capehart 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Salto  nstall 

Capper 

Kem 

Smith 

Chavez 

Kilgore 

Sparkman 

Connally 

Knowland 

Stennls 

Cooper 

Langer 

Stewart 

Cordon 

Lodge 

Taft 

Donnell 

Lucas 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Dworshak 

McCarthy 

Thomas,  Utah 

Eastland 

McClellan 

Thye 

Ecton 

McFarland 

Tydings 

Ellender 

'  McGrath 

Vandenberg 

Feazel 

McKellar 

Wherry 

Ferguson 

McMahon 

Williams 

Flanders 

Magnuson 

Wilson 

Fulbright 

George 

Martin 

Maybank 

Young 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Eighty 
Senators  have  answered  to  their  names. 
A  quorum  is  present. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  [Mr.  Young],  on  page  49, 
beginning  in  line  7. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  President,  over 
the  course  of  years  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  has  placed  in  operation  the 
soil-conservation  program,  outlining  the 
individual  activities  under  which  vari¬ 
ous  farmers  could  participate..  The  for¬ 
mula  was  based  upon  such  individual 
activities. 

Last  year,  when  we  were  forced  to  re¬ 
duce  the  program  to  $150,000,000,  we 
adopted  a  philosophy  based  upon  need. 
That  was  necessary  because  of  the  small 
amount  of  the  appropriation.  If  we  are 
going  to  provide  a  $300,000,000  appro¬ 
priation,  we  must  determine  what  we 
want  from  soil  conservation.  In  the  pro¬ 
gram  of  trying  to  feed  the  world  we  are 
taking  fertility  out  of  the  soil.  It  is  not 
only  a  question  of  wind  and  water  ero¬ 
sion.  It  is  a  question  of  the  depletion 


of  the  fertility  of  the  soil  of  America. 
Erosion  is  only  a  part  of  it. 

It  is  my  firm  conviction  that  if  we  are 
entering  upon  a  $300,000,000  program, 
we  ought  to  open  the  door  to  the  old 
formula  again;  and  anyone  who  wishes 
to  produce  more  from  his  land  and  adopt 
the  practices  prescribed  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  should  be  able  to 
participate  to  the  extent  that  he  is  will¬ 
ing  to  participate  under  the  formula. 

I  believe  that  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  should  be 
agreed  to 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  [Mr.  Young],  on  page  49,  begin¬ 
ning  in  line  7. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and 
nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and 
the  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  Brewster]  is 
necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr. 
Bushfield]  is  necessarily  absent,  and  is 
paired  with  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
[Mr.  McCarranL  If  present  and  voting, 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  would 
vote  “yea”  and  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
would  vote  “nay.” 

The  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr. 
Malone]  is  necessarily  absent,  and  is 
paired  with  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
[Mr.  Jenner],  who  is  necessarily  absent. 
If  present  and  voting,  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  would  vote  “nay”,  and  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Indiana  would  vote  “yea." 

The  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr. 
Robertson]  is  absent  on  official  business, 
and  is  paired  with  the  Senator  from  Cali¬ 
fornia  [Mr.  Downey].  If  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  would 
vote  “yea”,  and  the  Senator  from  Cali¬ 
fornia  would  vote  “nay.” 

The  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Wat¬ 
kins]  is  necessarily  absent,  and  is  paired 
with  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina 
[Mr.  Umstead],  If  present  and  voting, 
the  Senator  from  Utah  would  vote  “yea”, 
and  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina 
would  vote  “nay.” 

The  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Reed], 
the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
Tobey],  and  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
[Mr.  Wiley]  are  detained  on  official  com¬ 
mittee  business. 

The  Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  White] 
is  absent  because  of  illness. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  California  [Mr.  Downey], 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  McCar- 
ran],  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina 
[Mr.  Umstead],  and  the  Senator  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Wagner]  are  necessarily 
absent. 

The  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr. 
O'Daniel]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the 
Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Taylor] 
is  absent  on  public  business.* 

On  this  vote  the  Senator  from  Cali¬ 
fornia  [Mr.  Downey]  is  paired  with  the 
Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr.  Robertson]. 
If  present  and  voting,  the  Senator  from 
California  would  vote  “nay”,  and  the 
Senator  from  Wyoming  would  vote  “yea.” 


The  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr. 
McCarranI  is  paired  on  this  vote  with  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Bush- 
field]  .  If  present  and  voting,  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Nevada  would  vote  “nay”,  and 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  would 
vote  “yea.” 

On  this  vote  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Umstead]  is  paired  with 
the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Watkins]. 
If  present  and  voting,  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  would  vote  “nay”,  and  the 
Senator  from  Utah  would  vote  “yea.” 

I  announce  further  that  if  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Wagner]  would  vote  “nay.” 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  38, 
nays  42,  as  follows: 

YEAS— 38 


Baldwin 

Ferguson 

Moore 

Ball 

Flanders 

Morse 

Brlcker 

Gurney 

Revercomb 

Brooks 

Hawkes 

Saltonstall 

Buck 

Hickenlooper 

Smith 

Butler 

Ives 

Taft 

Cain 

Kem 

Thye 

Capehart 

Knowland 

Vandenberg 

Capper 

Langer 

Wherry 

Cordon 

Lodge 

Williams 

Donnell 

McCarthy 

Wilson 

Dworshak 

Martin 

Young 

Ecton 

MUllkin 

NAYS — 42 

Aiken 

Hayden 

Maybank 

Barkley 

Hill 

Murray 

Bridges 

Hoey 

Myers 

Byrd 

Holland 

O’Conor 

Chavez 

Johnson,  Colo. 

O’Mahoney 

Connally 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Pepper 

Cooper 

Kilgore 

Robertson,  Va. 

Eastland 

Lucas 

Russell 

Ellender 

McClellan 

Sparkman 

Feazel 

McFarland 

Stennls 

Fulbright 

McGrath 

Stewart 

George 

McKellar 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Green 

McMahon 

Thomas,  Utah 

Hatch 

Magnuson 

Tydings 

NOT  VOTING— 

•16 

Brewster 

O’Danlel 

Wagner 

Bushfield 

Reed 

Watkins 

Downey 

Robertson, Wyo.  White 

Jenner 

Taylor 

Wiley 

McCarran 

Tobey 

Malone 

Umstead 

So,  Mr.  Young’s  amendment  was 
rejected. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  there 
be  no  further  amendments  to  be  pro¬ 
posed,  the  question  now  is  on  the  en¬ 
grossment  of  the  amendments  and  the 
third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be 
engrossed,  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
having  been  read  the  third  time,  the 
question  is,  Shall  it  pass? 

The  bill  (H.  R.  5883)  was  passed. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
that  the  Senate  insist  on  its  amend¬ 
ments,  request  a  conference  thereon 
with  the  House  of  Representatives,  and 
that  the  Chair  appoint  the  conferees  on 
the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Presiding  Officer  appointed  Mr.  Brooks, 
Mr.  Gurney,  Mr.  Reed,  Mr.  Bushfield, 
Mr.  Russell,  Mr.  Hayden,  and  Mr. 
Tydings  the  conferees  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate. 

ADMISSION  OF  DISPLACED  PERSONS 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (S.  2242)  to  authorize  for  a 
limited  period  of  time  the  admission  into 
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the  United  States  of  certain  European 
displaced  persons  for  permanent  resi¬ 
dence,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment 
propose'®  by  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  t<Mr.  RevercombL 

ORDER  OP  BUSINESS 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  let  me 
make  a  statement  before  we  proceed 
with  the  unfinished  business.  Under  the 
chairmanship  of  the  senior  Senator  from 
Oregon,  there  has  been  reported  and  is 
ready  for  consideratityi  the  bill  making 
appropriations  for  the  Treasury  and  Post 
Office  Departments  for\he  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1949.  Iris  my  under¬ 
standing  that  the  bill  conms  from  the 
committee  by  unanimous  acften.  Am  I 
correct  about  that? 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator\s  cor¬ 
rect. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  am  suggestirfte  to 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Wtet 
Virginia,  who  is  in  charge  of  the  dil, 
placed-persons  legislation,  that  possible 
now  would  be  a  better  time  to  take  up 
the  appropriation  bill.  I  have  been  in¬ 
formed  the  Senator  from  Oregon  feels 
it  can  be  expedited  and  can  be  con¬ 
cluded  in  about  45  minutes. 

I  know  it  is  a  hardship  and,  I  think, 
a  disadvantage,  to  displace  the  unfin¬ 
ished  business  at  any  time.  In  my  opin¬ 
ion,  when  we  begin  the  consideration 
of  a  bill  it  should  be  completed,  and  I 
have  attempted  to  have  that  done  in  the 
short  time  I  have  been  acting  majority 
leader  of  the  Senate. 

On  the  other  hand,  conference  reports 
of  course  have  the  right-of-way,  and 
also  appropriation  bills,  as  they  are 
brought  to  the  Senate.  They  have  been 
accorded  precedence. 

I  am  asking  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  West  Virginia,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  the  appropriation  bill  is  ready, 
whether  it  would  not  be  better  if  we  took 
it  up  now,  before  resuming  consideration 
of  the  displaced  persons  bill,  and  then 
resumed  the  debate  on  the  displaced  per¬ 
sons  measure  when  action  on  the  appro¬ 
priation  bill  is  completed.  I  ask  the  Sen¬ 
ator  whether  that  would  not  be  better 
than  to  resume  consideration  of  the  dis¬ 
placed  persons  bill  now,  and  then  agaj 
ask  to  have  it  set  aside  for  the  appropr 
tion  bill.  I  ask  the  distinguished  S^$  a- 
tor  from  West  Virginia  how  he  feels 
it.  / 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Already,  the  dis¬ 
cussion  of  the  bill  dealing  with  displaced 
persons  has  been  interrupted  not  only  by 
one  bill,  but  by  two  bills  intervening,  as 
I  recall,  or  two  matters/bf  business. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Thap  is  correct.  One 
was  the  veto,  the  oth£r  the  appropria¬ 
tion  bill,  both  of  v^hich  were  of  course 
privileged.  / 

Mr.  REVERCQMB.  I  understand  the 
Senator  to  say  it  will  take  45  minutes  to 
dispose  of  the;  appropriation  bill  if  the 
displaced-pqi'sons  bill  is  further  tempo¬ 
rarily  laid^side.  I  realize  that  45  min¬ 
utes  is  frequently  extended  in  this  Cham¬ 
ber,  bu£  inasmuch  as  there  has  been  this 
interruption  up  to  this  time,  I  shall  not 
object,  if  I  may  understand  that  the  ap¬ 
propriation  bill  can  be  disposed  of  today. 
With  that  understanding  I  make  no 
objection. 


Mr.  WHERRY.  I  thank  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  West  Virginia. 

I  believe  I  can  assure  him — at  least  it  is 
the  intention  of  the  chairman  of  the 
subcommittee  of  the  Appropriations 
Committee — that  the  appropriation  bill 
will  be  concluded  before  the  close  of  the 
session  today.  Am  I  correct? 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator  is  cor¬ 
rect.  The  Senator  from  Oregon  knows 
of  no  objection  to  any  item  of  the  bill. 
Of  course,  there  can  be  no  guaranty  that 
debate  will  not  ensue. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  then 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  un¬ 
finished  business  be  temporarily  laid 
aside,  and  that  the  Senate  proceed  to 
the  consideration  of  calendar  1438,  the 
bill  (H.  R.  5770)  making  appropriations 
for  the  Treasury  and  Post  Office  Depart¬ 
ments  for  the  Seal  year  ending  June  30, 
1949,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  re¬ 
serving  the  right  to  object,  I  hesitate  to 
object  to  the  request,  and  I  shall  not 
object  to  it,  if  the  acting  majority  leader/ 
sists  upon  taking  up  the  appropriate 
bill  at  this  time.  However,  I  should  hike 
the\appropriations  bill  to  be  held  jfver 
at  leltet  until  tomorrow.  I  have  a >xate- 
ment  levant  to  make  on  one  phasjfof  the 
bill. 

Mr.  wri^RRY.  Of  course,  jfe  are  con¬ 
fronted  wim  the  dilemma^that  if  we 
proceed  witlfuhe  displaced^persons  bill, 
and  the  appropriation  tanl  then  comes 
up,  of  course  tHpre  wfir  be  pressure  to 
set  it  aside.  Does  fine  Senator  from 
Delaware  feel  he  Cannot  possibly  have 
his  speech  ready  today,  or  that  he  would 
rather  not  proceed  with  it  today? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  If\t  is  desired  to 
take  up  the  appropriations  bill  later  in 
the  day,  I  shall  try  to  be  r^idy. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  Presftlent,  may  I 
urge  thegrthat  we  proceed  wiefa  the  ap¬ 
propriations  bill,  because  if  wikeannot 
start  joh  it  and  finish  it  by  tonight,  I 
shoffid  be  disposed  not  to  proceea\fur- 
thjjf  with  it,  but  to  go  ahead  withNuie 
displaced  persons  bill  and  conclude’ 
.before  taking  up  the  appropriation 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the ' 
Senator  from  Delaware  withdraw  his 
objection? 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  yield? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  West  Virginia. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Mr.  President,  if 
we  proceed  at  this  time  with  the  dis¬ 
placed  persons  bill,  I  certainly  shall  ob¬ 
ject  to  interruption  after  we  once  start 
upon  it.  I  want  that  understood  before 
we  begin.  It  is  agreeable  to  me  to  pro¬ 
ceed  with  the  appropriation  bill,  be¬ 
cause  I  understand  it  can  be  finished  this 
afternoon,  but  I  do  not  want  to  be  placed 
in  the  position  of  proceeding  now  for  a 
while  upon  the  pending  order  of  busi¬ 
ness,  and  then  laying  it  aside  and  having 
another  interruption  in  it.  I  want  to 
make  that  perfectly  clear,  because  I  in¬ 
tend  to  object  if  there  are  other  inter¬ 
ruptions  after  this. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  may 
say  to  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
West  Virginia  that  I  totally  agree  with 
his  attitude,  and  the  statement  he  has 


just  made.  I  think  if  it  is  not  oppoiv 
tune  now  to  proceed  with  the  appropria¬ 
tion  bill  in  accordance  with  my  request 
for  a  unanimous-consent  agreement'  the 
thing  to  do  is  to  proceed  with  the  dis¬ 
placed  persons  bill  until  it  is  concluded. 
So  I  again  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  unfinished  business  be  /temporarily 
set  aside,  and  that  the  Senate  proceed 
to  the  consideration  of  thyTTreasury  and 
Post  Office  appropriation  bill,  the  num¬ 
ber  of  which  has  already  been  stated, 
with  the  idea  it  is  tojoe  concluded  today 
if  possible.  Of  course,  if  it  is  necessary 
to  carry  it  over  for  further  debate  to¬ 
morrow,  possfiwit  would  be  up  to  the 
Senator  from /West  Virginia  to  decide 
whether  or  pot  we  should  proceed  with 
it  then. 

It  seemff  to  me  from  the  statement 
made  bv/the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Oregon;  we  could  conclude  considera¬ 
tion  pf  the  appropriation  bill  this  after¬ 
noon.  Every  Senator  knows  we  are 
working  on  a  crowded  schedule,  and  it 
necessary  that  legislation  be  disposed 
/of  as  quickly  as  possible.  I  again  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  appropria¬ 
tion  bill  be  considered  on  that  basis. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  re¬ 
serving  the  right  to  object,  I  should  like 
to  ask  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
reporting  the  appropriation  bill  whether 
he  intends  to  insist  upon  the  committee 
amendment  authorizing  an  increase  in 
appropriations  for  the  personnel  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Bureau? 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  if  I 
heard  the  Senator  correctly,  his  inquiry 
was  whether,  as  chairman,  I  would  pre¬ 
sent  and  insist  upon  an  amendment  pro¬ 
viding  an  increase  in  the  personnel  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Bureau. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  CORDON.  There  is  such  an 
amendment  in  the  bill.  It  was  unani¬ 
mously  adopted  by  the  committee,  and 
the  chairman  can  do  nothing  else  but 
insist  upon  it.  He  would  insist  upon  it 
ill  his  own  right,  and  in  any  event. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  in 
review  of  that,  I  hesitate  to  object,  but  I 
ponder  if  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
not  withdraw  his  request  at  least 
for*4oday? 

Mr*1.  WHERRY.  The  order  has  not  yet 
been  rriade.  It  is  up  to  the  Senator;  if 
he  wants^o  object,  he  has  a  perfect  right 
to  do  so.NThe  order  has  not  yet  been 
made  on  th&omanimous-consent  request. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  I  ob¬ 
ject.  X 

Mr.  WHERRY\  Mr.  President,  I  want 
to  state  now  that  rf,  we  proceed  with  the 
consideration  of  the  displaced  persons 
bill,  we  should  proceed  with  it  until  it  is 
concluded.  \ 

RESCISSION  OP  ORDER  REFERRING  TO 

THE  COMMITTEE  ON  RfiVES  AND  AD¬ 
MINISTRATION  A  CERTAIN  \REPORT 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  order  of  the 
Senate  agreed  to  on  February  9,  1948, 
whereby  a  report  made  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  on  May  3,  1947,  was  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  Committee  on  Rules  and 
Administration  for  printing,  be  rescinded, 
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Ordered  to  be  printed  with  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  numbered 


AN  ACT 

Making  appropriations  for  the  Department  of  Agriculture  (ex¬ 
clusive  of  the  Farm  Credit  Administration)  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1949,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled , 

3  That  the  following  sums  are  appropriated,  out  of  any  money 

4  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  for  the  Depart- 

5  ment  of  Agriculture  (exclusive  of  the  Farm  Credit  Admin- 

6  istration)  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1949,  herein- 

7  after  referred  to  as  the  current  fiscal  year,  namely: 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
OFFICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 

SALAEIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  personal  services  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  hereafter  in  this  Act  referred  to  as  the  Secretary, 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  elsewhere,  and  other  neces¬ 
sary  expenses,  including  the  purchase  of  one  passenger  motor 
vehicle  for  replacement  only;  travel  expenses,  including  ex¬ 
amination  of  estimates  for  appropriations  in  the  field ;  station¬ 
ery,  supplies,  materials,  and  equipment;  freight,  express,  and 
drayage  charges ;  advertising,  communication  service, 
postage,  washing  towels,  repairs  and  alterations,  and  other 
miscellaneous  supplies  and  expenses  not  otherwise  provided 
for  and  necessary  for  the  practical  and  efficient  work  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture,  hereafter  in  this  Act  referred  to 
as  the  Department,  $2,033,000,  together  with  such  amounts 
from  other  appropriations  or  authorizations  as  are  provided 
in  the  schedules  in  the  Budget  for  the  current  fiscal  year 
for  such  services  and  expenses,  which  several  amounts  or 
portions  thereof  as  may  be  determined  by  the  Secretary 
not  exceeding  a  total  of  $87,560,  shall  be  transferred  to 
and  made  a  part  of  this  appropriation:  Provided,  however, 
That  if  the  total  amounts  of  such  appropriations  or  authori¬ 
zations  for  the  current  fiscal  year  shall  at  any  time  exceed 
or  fall  below  the  amounts  estimated,  respectively,  therefor 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


3 


in  the  Budget  for  such  year,  the  amounts  transferred  or  to 
be  transferred  therefrom  to  this  appropriation  shall  be 
increased  or  decreased  in  such  amounts  as  the  Director  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  after  a  hearing  thereon  with 
representatives  of  the  Department  shall  determine  are  appro¬ 
priate  to  the  requirements  as  changed  by  such  reductions 
or  increases  in  such  appropriations  or  authorizations:  Pro¬ 
vided  further,  That,  of  appropriations  herein  made  which 
are  available  for  the  purchase  of  lands,  not  to  exceed  $1 
may  be  expended  for  each  option  to  purchase  any  particular 
tract  or  tracts  of  land:  Provided  further,  That  no  part  of 
the  funds  appropriated  by  this  Act  shall  be  used  for  the 
payment  of  any  officer  or  employee  of  the  Department  who, 
as  such  officer  or  employee,  or  on  behalf  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  or  any  division,  commission,  or  bureau  thereof,  issues, 
or  causes  to  be  issued,  any  prediction,  oral  or  written,  or 
forecast,  except  as  to  damage  threatened  or  caused  by  insects 
and  pests,  with  respect  to  future  prices  of  cotton  or  the  trend 
of  same :  Provided  further,  That,  except  to  provide  materials 
required  in  or  incident  to  research  or  experimental  work 
where  no  suitable  domestic  product  is  available,  no  part  of 
the  funds  appropriated  by  this  Act  shall  be  expended  in  the 
purchase  of  twine  manufactured  from  commodities  or 
materials  produced  outside  of  the  United  States. 

(lJWith  in  the  funds  available  te  the  Depart m on tT  but 
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without  1  mutation  of  other  authorityy  the  Secretary  of  Agri 
eul-tnre  may  employ,  m  any  position  in  the  Department  not 
to  exceed  ten  persons  in  tie  speeial  executive  and  special 
professional  grades  (CAE -40  and  P  9)  as  authorized  hy 
the  Classification  Act  of  1923,  as  amendedj  hut  no  such 
person  shall  he  paid  at  an  annual  rate  in  cxeess  of  $15^0007 
RESEARCH  AND  MARKETING  ACT  OE  1946 

To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  into  effect  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Act  of  August  14,  1946  as  amended  (Public 
Law  733,  79th  Congress;  Public  Law  297,  80th  Con¬ 
gress)  ,  including  in  addition  to  the  objects  for  which 
funds  are  available  for  such  Act  of  August  14,  1946, 
and  under  title  I  of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Act,  as  amended, 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  printing  and 
binding ;  over-all  administration,  planning,  and  coordina¬ 
tion  of  research  under  section  10  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  section  10  (c)  ;  and  necessary  expenses  for  carrying  out 
the  provisions  of  title  III  of  the  Act,  as  follows : 

Eor  payments  to  States,  Territories,  and  Puerto  Rico 
for  agricultural  experiment  stations  pursuant  to  section  9 
of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Act  approved  June  29,  1935,  as 
amended  hy  the  Act  of  August  14,  1946,  (2)1^,500,000 
$4,000,000,  of  which  such  amount  as  shall  be  allowable  to 
Alaska  shall  be  transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  the  appro- 


5 


1  priation  “Research  on  agricultural  problems  of  Alaska”,  with- 

2  out  matching  requirement; 

3  For  research  on  utilization  and  associated  problems  pur- 

4  suant  to  section  10  (a)  of  said  Act,  (3)1^000,000  $4,800,- 

5  000 ; 

6  For  cooperative  research  other  than  research  on  utiliza- 

7  tion  of  agricultural  commodities  and  the  products  thereof, 

8  pursuant  to  section  10  (b)  of  said  Act,  (4)$4,500,000 

9  $2,400,000 ; 

For  the  improvement  and  development,  independently 
H  or  through  cooperation  among  Federal  and  State  agencies, 
and  others,  of  a  sound  and  efficient  system  for  the  distribution 
12  and  marketing  of  agricultural  products  pursuant  to  the  “Agri- 
‘14  cultural  Marketing  Act  of  1946”  (title  II  of  the  Act  of 
15  August  14,  1946),  (5)1^000,000  $4,000,000; 

10  In  all,  (6)$  1-2,000,000  $ 15,200,000 :  Provided,  That 
IT  for  necessary  printing  and  binding  there  may  be  transferred 
1®  to,  and  made  a  part  of,  the  item  “Printing  and  binding,  De- 
1^  partment  of  Agriculture,”  such  sums  as  are  necessary:  Pro- 
29  vided  further,  That  the  Secretaiy  may  make  available  to  any 

21  bureau,  office,  or  agency  of  the  Department  such  amounts 

22  from  this  appropriation  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the 
22  functions  for  which  it  is  made  (but  amounts  made  available 
21  to  the  Office  of  the  Secretary,  Office  of  the  Solicitor,  and  Office 
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of  Information  shall  not  exceed  those  which  the  Director  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  after  a  hearing  thereon  with  repre¬ 
sentatives  of  the  Department,  shall  determine ) ,  and  any  such 
amounts  shall  be  in  addition  to  amounts  transferred  or  other¬ 
wise  made  available  to  other  appropriation  items  of  the 
Department :  Provided  further,  That  no  part  of  this  appro¬ 
priation  shall  be  available  for  work  relating  to  fish  or  shellfish 
or  any  product  thereof,  except  for  the  support  of  equitable 
transportation  rates  before  Federal  agencies  concerned  with 
such  rates  and  for  development  of  foreign  markets. 

OFFICE  OF  THE  SOLICITOR 
For  necessary  expenses,  including  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia  and  payment  of  fees  or  dues  for 
the  use  of  law  libraries  by  attorneys  in  the  field  service,  • 

(7) $^, 024, 500  $2,124,500,  together  with  such  amounts 
from  other  appropriations  or  authorizations  as  are  provided  in 
the  schedules  in  the  Budget  for  the  current  fiscal  year  for  such 
expenses,  which  several  amounts  or  portions  thereof,  as  may 
be  determined  by  the  Secretary,  not  exceeding  a  total  of 
$148,000  shall  be  transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  this 
appropriation;  and  there  may  be  expended  for  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  not  to  exceed 

(8) $4, 103,033  $1,430,033 :  Provided,  however,  That  if  the 
total  amounts  of  such  appropriations  or  authorizations  for 
the  current  fiscal  year  shall  at  any  time  exceed  or  fall  below 
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the  amounts  estimated,  respectively,  therefor  in  the  Budget 
for  such  year,  the  amounts  transferred  or  to  be  transferred 
therefrom  to  this  appropriation  and  the  amount  which  may 
be  expended  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
shall  be  increased  or  decreased  in  such  amounts  as  the  Direc¬ 
tor  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  after  a  hearing  thereon 
with  representatives  of  the  Department,  shall  determine  are 
appropriate  to  the  requirements  as  changed  by  such  reduc¬ 
tions  or  increases  in  such  appropriations  or  authorizations. 
OFFICE  OF  INFORMATION 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  necessary  expenses  in  connection  with  the  publica¬ 
tion,  indexing,  illustration,  and  distribution  of  bulletins,  docu¬ 
ments,  and  reports,  the  preparation,  distribution,  and  display 
of  agricultural  motion  and  sound  pictures,  and  exhibits,  and 
the  coordination  of  informational  work  in  the  Department, 
$580,000,  together  with  such  amounts  from  other  appro¬ 
priations  or  authorizations  as  are  provided  in  the  schedules 
in  the  Budget  for  the  current  fiscal  year  for  such  expenses, 
which  several  amounts  or  portions  thereof,  as  may  be 
determined  by  the  Secretary,  not  exceeding  a  total  of 
$13,975  shall  be  transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  this 
appropriation,  of  which  total  appropriation  amounts  not 
exceeding  those  specified  may  be  used  for  the  purposes 
enumerated  as  follows:  For  personal  services  in  the  District 
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of  Columbia,  $538,000;  for  preparation  and  display  of  ex¬ 
hibits,  $105,925;  and  the  preparation,  distribution,  and 
display  of  motion  and  sound  pictures,  $55,600:  Provided, 
however,  That  if  the  total  amounts  of  the  appropriations  or 
authorizations  for  the  current  fiscal  year  from  which  transfers 
to  this  appropriation  are  herein  authorized  shall  at  any  time 
exceed  or  fall  below  the  amounts  estimated,  respectively, 
therefor  in  the  Budget  for  such  year,  the  amounts  transferred 
or  to  be  transferred  therefrom  to  this  appropriation  and  the 
amount  which  may  be  expended  for  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia  shall  be  increased  or  decreased  in  such 
amounts  as  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  after  a 
hearing  thereon  with  representatives  of  the  Department,  shall 
determine  are  appropriate  to  the  requirements  as  changed  by 
such  reductions  or  increases  in  such  appropriations  or  author¬ 
izations  :  Provided  further,  That  when  and  to  the  extent  that 
in  the  judgment  of  the  Secretary  agricultural  exhibits  and 
motion  and  sound  pictures  relating  to  the  authorized  pro¬ 
grams  of  the  various  agencies  of  the  Department  can  be  more 
advantageously  prepared,  displayed,  or  distributed  by  the 
Office  of  Information,  as  the  central  agency  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  therefor,  additional  funds  not  exceeding  $300,000  for 
these  purposes  may  be  transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of 
this  appropriation,  from  the  funds  applicable,  and  shall  be 
available  for  the  objects  specified  herein,  including  personal 
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services  in  the  District  of  Columbia:  Provided  further ,  That 
in  the  preparation  of  motion  pictures  or  exhibits  by  the  De¬ 
partment,  not  exceeding  a  total  of  $10,000  may  be  used  for 
employment  pursuant  to  the  second  sentence  of  section  706 
(a)  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  Organic  Act  of  1944 
(5  U.  S.  C.  574) ,  said  Act  being  elsewhere  herein  referred 
to  as  the  Organic  Act  of  1944,  as  amended  by  section  15 
of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  :  Provided 
further,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  used  for 
the  establishment  or  maintenance  of  regional  or  State  field 
offices  or  for  the  compensation  of  employees  in  such  offices 
except  that  not  to  exceed  $10,000  may  he  used  to  maintain 
the  San  Francisco  radio  office. 

FEINTING  AND  BINDING 

For  printing  and  binding  for  the  Department,  including 
all  of  its  bureaus,  offices,  institutions,  and  services,  except  as 
otherwise  provided,  $1,800,000,  including  the  purchase  of 
reprints  of  scientific  and  technical  articles  published  in 
periodicals  and  journals;  the  Annual  Report  of  the  Secretary, 
as  required  b}^  the  Acts  of  January  12,  1895  (44  U.  S.  C. 
Ill,  212-220,  222,  241,  244)  ,  March  4,  1915  (7  U.  S.  C. 
418),  and  June  20,  1936  (5  U.  S.  C.  108),  and  in  pur¬ 
suance  of  the  Act  approved  March  3G,  1906  (44  U.  S.  0. 
214,  224  ) ,  also  including  not  to  exceed  $250,000  for  farmers’ 
II.  R.  5883 - 2 
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bulletins,  which  shall  be  adapted  to  the  interests  of  the 
people  of  the  different  sections  of  the  country,  an  equal 
proportion  of  four-fifths  of  which  shall  he  delivered  to  or 
sent  out  under  the  addressed  franks  furnished  hv  the  Senators, 
Representatives,  and  Delegates  in  Congress,  as  they  shall 
direct,  but  not  including  work  done  at  the  field  printing 
plants  of  the  Forest  Service  authorized  by  the  Joint  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Printing,  in  accordance  with  the  Act  approved 
March  1,  1919  (44  U.  S.  C.  Ill,  220)  ;  and  including  not 
to  exceed  $207,000  for  printing  and  binding  not  less  than  two 
hundred  thirty  thousand  eight  hundred  and  fifty  copies  for 
the  use  of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  part 
2  of  the  annual  report  of  the  Secretary  (known  as  the 
Yearbook  of  Agriculture) ,  as  authorized  by  section  73  of 
the  Act  of  January  12,  1895  (44  U.  S.  C.  241)  :  Provided, 
That  the  Secretary  may  transfer  to  this  appropriation  from 
the  appropriation  made  for  “Conservation  and  Use  of  Agri¬ 
cultural  Land  Resources”  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary 
for  printing  and  binding  in  connection  with  marketing  quotas 
under  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938  (7  U.  S.  C. 
1281-1407),  from  funds  appropriated  to  carry  into  effect 
the  purposes  of  the  National  School  Lunch  Act  approved 
June  4,  1946  (Public  Law  396),  such  sums  as  may  be 
necessary  for  printing  and  binding  in  connection  ’with  the 
activities  under  said  Act,  and  from  funds  appropriated  to 
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carry  into  effect  tlie  terms  of  section  32  of  the  Act  of  August 
24,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  612c),  as  amended,  such  sums  as 
may  be  necessary  for  printing  and  binding  in  connection  with 
the  activities  under  section  32:  Provided  further,  That  the 
total  amount  that  may  be  transferred  under  the  authority 
granted  in  the  preceding  proviso  shall  not  exceed  $145,000. 
LIBRARY,  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Eor  necessary  expenses,  including  exchange  of  reference 
books,  lawbooks,  technical  and  scientific  books,  periodicals, 
and  expenses  incurred  in  completing  imperfect  series;  not 
to  exceed  $1,200  for  newspapers;  dues,  when  authorized  by 
the  Secretary,  for  library  membership  in  societies  or  associa¬ 
tions  which  issue  publications  to  members  only  or  at  a  price 
to  members  lower  than  to  subscribers  who  are  not  mem¬ 
bers;  $600,000,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $484,924  may  be 
expended  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 
BUREAU  OF  AGRICULTURAL  ECONOMICS 
Eor  necessary  expenses,  including  not  to  exceed  $2,- 
243,400  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
including  the  salary  of  Chief  of  Bureau  at  $10,000  per 
annum,  and  not  to  exceed  $1,000  for  the  purchase  of  books 
of  reference,  periodicals,  and  newspapers,  as  follows: 

Economic  investigations:  Eor  conducting  investigations 
and  for  acquiring  and  diffusing  useful  information  among 
the  people  of  the  United  States,  relative  to  agricultural  pro- 
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duction,  distribution,  land  utilization,  and  conservation  in 
their  broadest  aspects,  including  farm  management  and 
practice,  utilization  of  farm  and  food  products,  purchasing 
of  farm  supplies,  farm  population  and  rural  life,  farm  labor, 
farm  finance,  insurance  and  taxation,  adjustments  in  pro¬ 
duction  to  probable  demand  for  the  different  farm  and  food 
products;  land  ownership  and  values,  costs,  prices  and  income 
in  their  relation  to  agriculture,  including  causes  for  their 
variations  and  trends,  (9)$1,909,000  $1,988,500 :  Provided, 
That  no  part  of  the  funds  herein  appropriated  or  made  avail¬ 
able  to  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics  under  the 
heading  “Economic  investigations”  shall  be  used  for  State 
and  county  land-use  planning,  for  conducting  cultural 
surveys,  or  for  the  maintenance  of  regional  offices. 

Crop  and  livestock  estimates:  For  collecting,  compiling, 
abstracting,  analyzing,  summarizing,  interpreting,  and  pub¬ 
lishing  data  relating  to  agriculture,  including  crop  and  live¬ 
stock  estimates,  acreage,  yield,  grades,  staples  of  cotton, 
stocks,  and  value  of  farm  crops  and  numbers,  grades,  and 
value  of  livestock  and  livestock  products  on  farms,  produc¬ 
tion,  distribution,  and  consumption  of  turpentine  and  rosin 
pursuant  to  the  Act  of  August  15,  1935  (5  U.  S.  C.  556b) , 
and  for  the  collection  and  publication  of  statistics  of  peanuts 
as  provided  by  the  Act  approved  June  24,  1936,  as 
amended  May  12,  1938  (7  U.  S.  C.  951-957) ,  $2,375,400: 
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Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  funds  herein  appropriated 
shall  be  available  for  any  expense  incident  to  ascertaining, 
collating,  or  publishing  a  report  stating  the  intention  of 
farmers  as  to  the  acreage  to  be  planted  in  cotton,  or  for 
estimates  of  apple  production  for  other  than  the  commercial 
crop. 

OFFICE  OF  FOREIGN  AGRICULTURAL 
RELATIONS 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses  for  the 
Office  of  Foreign  Agricultural  Relations  and  for  enabling 
the  Secretary  to  coordinate  and  integrate  activities  of  the 
Department  in  connection  with  foreign  agricultural  work, 
including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and 
not  to  exceed  $500  for  newspapers,  $503,000. 

EXTENSION  SERVICE 

PAYMENTS  TO  STATES,  HAWAII,  ALASKA,  AND  PUERTO 

RTCO 

For  payments  to  the  States,  Hawaii,  Alaska,  and  Puerto 
Rico,  for  cooperative  agricultural  extension  work  as  follows: 

Capper-Ketcham,  Bankhead- Jones,  and  related  Acts: 
Capper-Ketcham  Act,  the  Act  approved  May  22,  1928 
(7  U.  S.  C.  343a,  343b) ,  $1,480,000;  Bankhead- Jones  Act, 
section  21,  title  II,  of  the  Act  approved  June  29,  1935 
(7  U.  S.  C.  343c),  $12,000,000;  Bankhead- Jones  Act, 
section  23,  title  II,  of  the  Act  approved  June  29,  1935,  as 
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amended  by  the  Act  of  June  6,  1945  (7  U.  S.  C.  343d-l) , 
( 1 0)$40  Ji06,000  $12,500,000 ;  additional  extension  work, 
the  Act  approved  April  24,  1939,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C. 
343c— 1 ) ,  $555,000;  Alaska,  the  Act  approved  February 
23,  1929  (7  U.  S.  C.  386c),  extending  the  bene¬ 

fits  of  the  Smith-Lever  Act  to  the  Territory  of  Alaska, 
$13,950,  and  section  3  of  the  Act  approved  June  20, 
1936  (7  U.  S.  C.  343e),  extending  the  benefits  of 

the  Capper-Ketch  am  Act  to  the  Territory  of  Alaska, 
$10,000,  in  all,  for  Alaska,  $23,950;  Puerto  Pico,  the 
Act  approved  August  28,  1937  (7  U.  S.  C.  343f-343g) , 

extending  the  benefits  of  section  21  of  the  Bankhead- Jones 
© 

Act  to  Puerto  I\ico,  $408,000;  in  all,  Capper-Ketcham, 
Bankhead- Jones,  and  related  Act,  (1 
$26,966,950. 


SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

Administration  and  coordination  of  extension  work: 
For  expenses  necessary  to  administer  the  provisions  of  the 
Smith-Lever  Act,  approved  May  8,  1914  (7  U.  S.  C.  341- 
348 ) ,  and  Acts  amendatory  or  supplementary  thereto,  and 
to  coordinate  the  extension  work  of  the  Department  and 
the  several  States,  Territories,  and  insular  possessions, 
$827,200,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $663,100  may  he  ex¬ 
pended  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 
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AGRICULTURAL  RESEARCH  ADMINISTRATION 
Office  of  Administrator 
Salaries  and  expenses:  Eor  necessary  expenses  of  tire 
Office  of  Administrator,  including  the  salary  of  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  at  $10,000  per  annum,  and  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia,  and  for  the  maintenance,  opera¬ 
tion,  and  furnishing  of  facilities  and  services  at  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Research  Center,  $406,300:  Provided ,  That  the- 
appropriation  current  at  the  time  services  are  rendered  may 
be  reimbursed  (by  advance  credits  or  reimbursements  based 
on  estimated  or  actual  charges)  from  applicable  appropria¬ 
tions,  to  cover  the  charges,  including  handling  and  other 
related  services,  for  equipment  rentals  (including  deprecia¬ 
tion,  maintenance,  and  repairs)  ;  for  services,  supplies,  equip¬ 
ment  and  materials  furnished,  stores  of  which  may  be 
maintained  at  the  Center,  and  for  building  construction, 
alteration,  and  repair  performed  by  the  Center  in  carrying 
out  the  purposes  of  such  applicable  appropriations  and  the 
applicable  appropriations  may  also  be  charged  their  pro¬ 
portionate  share  of  the  necessary  general  expenses  of  the 
Center  not  covered  by  this  appropriation:  Provided  further, 
That  the  several  appropriations  of  the  Agricultural  Research 
Administration  shall  be  available  for  the  construction,  altera¬ 
tion,  and  repair  of  buildings  and  improvements:  Provided, 
however,  That  unless  otherwise  provided,  the  cost  of  con- 
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1  structing  any  one  building  (excepting  headliouses  connect- 

2  ing  greenhouses)  shall  not  exceed  $5,000,  the  total  amount 

3  for  construction  of  buildings  costing  more  than  $2,500  each 

4  shall  be  within  the  limits  of  the  estimates  submitted  and 

5  approved  therefor,  and  the  cost  of  altering  any  one  building 

6  during  the  fiscal  year  shall  not  exceed  $2,500  or  2  per 

7  centum  of  the  cost  of  the  building  as  certified  by  the  Re- 

8  search  Administrator,  whichever  is  greater.  . 

9  Special  Research  Fund,  Department  of 

10  Agriculture 

* 

For  enabling  the  Secretary  to  carry  into  effect  the  Act 

12  approved  June  29,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  427,  427b,  427c, 

13  427f)  ;  for  administration  of  the  provisions  of  section  5  of  the 

14  said  Act,  and  for  special  research  work,  including  the 

15  planning,  programing,  coordination,  and  printing  the  results 

16  of  such  research,  to  be  conducted  by  such  agencies  of  the 

17  Department  as  the  Secretary  may  designate  or  establish, 

18  and  to  which  he  may  make  allotments  from  this  fund,  includ- 

19  ing  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  $1,230,- 

20  000,  of  which  amount  $835,200  shall  be  available  for  the 

21  maintenance  and  operation  of  research  laboratories  and 
facilities  in  the  major  agricultural  regions  provided  for  by 

23  section  4  of  said  Act,  including  not  to  exceed  $23,000 
31  for  construction  of  a  poultry  house  at  the  regional  poultry 
35  laboratory.  East  Lansing,  Michigan. 
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Reseabch  on  Steategic  and  Ceitical  Ageicultueal 

Mateeials 

For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry 
out  his  responsibilities  under  section  7  (b)  of  the  Strategic 
and  Critical  Materials  Stock  Piling  Act  of  July  23,  1946 
(Public  Law  520,  Seventy-ninth  Congress) ,  in  connection 
with  natural  rubber,  including  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  $349,000. 

Reseaech  on  Ageicultueal  Peoblems  of  Alaska 
For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Secretary  to  con¬ 
tinue  the  program  for  research  into  the  basic  agricultural 
needs  and  problems  of  the  Territory  of  Alaska  in  accordance 
with  the  authority  contained  in  the  Act  of  July  30,  1947 
(Public  Law  266),  and  for  the  same  objects  and  purposes 
provided  therein,  $185,940,  together  with  contract  authority 
in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $300,000  to  construct  buildings 
and  facilities  and  to  acquire  and  install  such  equipment  as 
may  be  necessary,  on  land  donated  or  otherwise  acquired. 

Office  of  Expeeiment  Stations 

PAYMENTS  TO  STATES,  HAWAII,  AND  PUEETO  EICO 
For  payments  to  the  States,  Hawaii,  and  Puerto  Pico 
to  be  paid  quarterly  in  advance,  to  carry  into  effect  the 
provisions  of  the  following  Acts  relating  to  agricultural  ex¬ 
periment  stations: 

H.  R.  5883 - 3 
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Hatch,  Adams,  Purnell,  Bankhead- Jones,  and  related 
Acts:  Hatch  Act,  the  Act  approved  March  2,  1887  (7 
U.  S.  0.,  362,  363,  365,  368,  377-379),  $720,000;  Adams 
Act,  the  Act  approved  March  16,  1906  (7  U.  S.  C*  369), 
$720,000;  Purnell  Act,  the  Act  approved  February  24, 
1925  (7  U.  S.  C.  361,  366,  370,  371,  373-376,  380,  382), 
$2,880,000;  Bankhead-Jones  Act,  title  I  of  the  Act  approved 
June  29,  1935  (7  U.  S.  O.  427-427g) ,  (12)$2,66C268 
$ 2,861,268 ,  of  which  amount  not  to  exceed  $ 316  shall  he 
transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  the  appropriation  “ Re¬ 
search  on  agricultural  problems  of  Alaska’,  without  matching 
requirement',  Hawaii,  the  Act  approved  May  16,  1928 
(7  U.  S.  C.  386-386b),  extending  the  benefits  of  certain 
Acts  of  Congress  to  the  Territory  of  Hawaii,  $90,000; 
Puerto  Bico,  the  Act  approved  March  4,  1931,  as  amended 
(7  U.  S.  C.  386d-386f) ,  extending  the  benefits  of  certain 
Acts  of  Congress  to  Puerto  Bico,  $90,000;  in  all,  payments 
to  States,  Hawaii,  and  Puerto  Bico,  (13)$7-l-61-;268 
$7,361,268. 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

Administration  of  grants  and  coordination  of  research 
with  States:  For  necessary  expenses,  including  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  $183,000  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  to  enforce  the  provisions  of  the  Acts  approved 
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March  2,  1887,  March  16,  1906,  February  24,  1925, 
May  16,  1928,  March  4,  1931,  and  June  20,  1936, 
and  Acts  amendatory  thereto  (7  U.  S.  C.  361-363,  365- 
369,  370-383,  386,  386d-386f) ,  relative  to  their  adminis¬ 
tration  and  for  the  administration  of  an  agricultural  experi¬ 
ment  station  in  Puerto  Pico,  $197,000;  and  the  Secretary 
shall  prescribe  the  form  of  the  annual  financial  statement 
required  under  the  above  Acts,  ascertain  whether  the  ex¬ 
penditures  are  in  accordance  with  their  provisions,  coordi¬ 
nate  the  research  work  of  the  State  agricultural  colleges  and 
experiment  stations  in  the  lines  authorized  in  said  Acts  with 
research  of  the  Department  in  similar  lines,  and  make  report 
thereon  to  Congress. 

Federal  experiment  station,  Puerto  Pico:  For  expenses 
necessary  to  establish  and  maintain  an  agricultural  experi¬ 
ment  station  in  Puerto  Pico,  including  the  preparation,  illus¬ 
tration,  and  distribution  of  reports  and  bulletins,  $124,700. 

Bureau  of  Animal  Industry 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary,  including  not  to  exceed 
(14)860-3-,  700  $ 1,218,000  for  personal  services  in  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act, 
as  amended,  establishing  a  Bureau  of  Animal  Industry,  and 
related  Acts,  and  for  investigations  concerned  with  the  live- 
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stock  and  meat  industries  and  the  domestic  raising  of  fur¬ 
bearing  animals,  as  follows : 

Animal  husbandry:  For  investigations  and  experiments 
in  animal  husbandry  and  animal  and  poultry  feeding  and 
breeding,  and  for  carrying  out  the  purposes  of  section  101 
(b)  of  the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (7  U.  S.  0.  429)  authoriz¬ 
ing  cooperation  with  State  authorities  in  the  administration 
of  regulations  for  the  improvement  of  poultry,  poultry 
products,  and  hatcheries,  $1,405,500. 

Diseases  of  animals:  For  scientific  investigations  of 
diseases  of  animals,  and  for  investigations  of  tuberculin, 
serums,  antitoxins,  and  analogous  products,  $1,055,000. 

Eradicating  tuberculosis  and  Bang’s  disease:  For  the 
control  and  eradication  of  the  diseases  of  tuberculosis  and 
para  tuberculosis  of  animals,  avian  tuberculosis,  and  Bang’s 
disease  of  cattle,  $6,250,000:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the 
money  hereby  appropriated  shall  be  used  in  compensating 
owners  of  cattle  except  in  cooperation  with  and  supplemen¬ 
tary  to  payments  to  be  made  by  State,  Territory,  county, 
or  municipality  where  condemnation  of  cattle  shall  take 
place,  nor  shall  any  payment  be  made  hereunder  as  compen¬ 
sation  for  or  on  account  of  any  such  animal  if  at  the  time 
of  inspection  or  test,  or  at  the  time  of  condemnation  thereof, 
it  shall  belong  to  or  be  upon  the  premises  of  any  person, 
firm,  or  corporation  to  which  it  has  been  sold,  shipped,  or 
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1  delivered  for  the  purpose  of  being  slaughtered:  Provided 

2  further,  That  out  of  the  money  hereby  appropriated  no 

3  payment  as  compensation  for  any  cattle  condemned  for 

4  slaughter  shall  exceed  one-third  of  the  difference  between 

5  the  appraised  value  of  such  cattle  and  the  value  of  the  salvage 

6  thereof ;  that  no  payment  hereunder  shall  exceed  the  amount 

7  paid  or  to  be  paid  by  the  State,  Territory,  county,  and 

8  municipality  where  the  animal  shall  he  condemned;  and 

9  that  in  no  case  shall  any  payment  hereunder  be  more  than 

10  $25  for  any  grade  animal  or  more  than  $50  for  any  purebred 

11  animal. 

12  Inspection  and  quarantine:  For  inspection  and  quaran- 

13  tine  work,  including  the  control  and  eradication  of  hog 

14  cholera  and  related  swine  diseases,  southern  cattle  ticks, 

15  scabies  in  sheep  and  cattle,  and  dourine  in  horses,  the  super- 

16  vision  of  the  transportation  of  livestock,  the  inspection  of 

17  vessels,  the  execution  of  the  twenty-eight-hour  law,  the  in- 

18  spection  and  quarantine  of  imported  animals  in  accordance 

19  with  the  Act  of  August  30,  1890  (21  U.  S.  C.  102),  and 

20  the  Act  of  July  24,  1946  (Public  Law  522) ,  and  the  inspec- 

21  tion  work  relative  to  the  existence  of  contagious  diseases, 

22  $1,225,000:  Provided,  That  service  shall  be  maintained  at 

23  all  stockyards  having  such  service  during  the  current  fiscal 

24  year. 

25  (iSyMeat  inspection:  For  carrying  out  the  provisions  of 
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1  laws  relating  to  Federal  inspection  of  meat  and  meat-food 

2  products ,  $11,500,000 :  Provided,  That  the  unobligated  bal- 
2  ance  remaining  in  the  “ Meat  inspection  fund ”  established 
4  by  the  Department  of  Agriculture  Appropriation  Act,  1948, 
^  shall  be  carried  to  the  general  fund  of  the  Treasury. 

6  Virus  Serum  Toxin  Act :  For  carrying  out  the  provisions 

7  of  the  Act  approved  March  4,  1913  (21  U.  S.  0.  151-158) , 

8  regulating  the  preparation,  sale,  barter,  exchange,  or  ship- 

9  ment  of  any  virus,  serum,  toxin,  or  analogous  product  manu- 

10  factured  in  the  United  States  and  the  importation  of  such 

11  products  intended  for  use  in  the  treatment  of  domestic 
1-5  animals,  (16)$34Q,000  $365,000. 

18  Marketing  agreements,  hog  cholera  virus  and  serum: 

14  The  sum  of  $43,000  of  the  appropriation  made  by  section 

15  12  (a)  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act,  approved 

16  May  12,  1933  (7  U.  S.  C.  612),  is  hereby  made  available 

17  during  the  fiscal  year  for  which  appropriations  are  herein 

18  made  to  carry  into  effect  sections  56  to  60,  inclusive,  of  the 

19  Act  approved  August  24,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  851-855), 

20  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

21  ERADICATION  OF  FOOT-AND-MOUTH  AND  OTHER 

22  CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  OF  ANIMALS 

23  For  expenses  necessaiy,  including  personal  services  in 

24  [he  District  of  Columbia,  in  the  arrest  and  eradication  of 

25  'oot-and-mouth  disease,  rinderpest,  contagious  pleuropneu- 
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monia,  or  other  contagious  or  infectious  diseases  of  animals, 
or  European  fowl  pest  and  similar  diseases  in  poultry,  includ¬ 
ing  the  payment  of  claims  growing  out  of  past  and  future 
purchases  and  destruction  of  animals  (including  poultry) 
affected  by  or  exposed  to,  or  of  materials  contaminated  by 
or  exposed  to,  any  such  disease,  wherever  found  and  irrespec- 
tive  of  ownership,  under  like  or  substantially  similar  circum¬ 
stances,  when  such  owner  has  complied  with  all  lawful 
quarantine  regulations;  and  for  foot-and-mouth  disease  and 
rinderpest  programs  undertaken  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  of  February  28,  1947  (Public  Law  8,  Eightieth 
Congress) ,  and  the  Act  of  May  29,  1884,  as  amended 
(7  U.  S.  C.,  391;  21  U.  S.  C.,  111-122),  including 
expenses  in  accordance  with  section  2  of  said  Public  Law  8, 
the  Secretary  may  transfer  from  other  appropriations  or 
funds  available  to  the  bureaus,  corporations,  or  agencies  of 
the  Department  such  sums  as  he  may  deem  necessary,  to 
be  available  only  in  an  emergency  which  threatens  the 
livestock  or  poultry  industry  of  the  country,  and  any  unex¬ 
pended  balances  of  funds  transferred  under  this  head  in  the 
fiscal  year  1948  shall  be  merged  with  such  transferred 
amounts:  Provided,  That,  except  for  payments  made  pur¬ 
suant  to  said  Public  Law  8,  the  payment  for  such  animals 
hereafter  purchased  may  be  made  on  appraisement  based 
on  the  meat,  egg-production,  dairy,  or  breeding  value,  but 
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in  case  of  appraisement  based  on  breeding  value  no  ap¬ 
praisement  of  any  such  animal  shall  exceed  three  times  its 
meat,  egg-production,  or  dairy  value,  and,  except  in  case 
of  an  extraordinary  emergency,  to  be  determined  by  the 
Secretary,  the  payment  by  the  United  States  Government 

for  any  such  animals  shall  not  exceed  one-half  of  any  such 

0 

appraisements :  Provided  further ,  That  poultry  may  be 
appraised  in  groups  when  the  basis  for  appraisal  is  the  same 
for  each  bird. 

Bukeau  of  Dairy  Industry 
Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses,  includ¬ 
ing  not  to  exceed  $515,300  for  personal  services  in  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  of  May  29,  1924  (7  U.  S.  C.  401-404),  including 
investigations,  experiments,  and  demonstrations  in  dairy 
industry,  for  carrying  out  the  applicable  provisions  of  the 
Act  of  May  9,  1902  (26  U.  S.  C.  2325,  2326  (c)  ),  re¬ 
lating  to  process  or  renovated  butter,  as  amended  by  the 
Act  of  June  24,  1946  (Public  Law  427),  and  the  Act  of 
May  23,  1908  (21-  U.  S.  C.  94  (a)  ) ,  insofar  as  it  relates 
to  the  exportation  of  process  or  renovated  butter,  $1,050,000. 
Bureau  of  Plant  Industry,  Soils,  and  Agricultural 

Engineering 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  investigations,  experiments, 
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and  demonstrations  in  connection  with  the  production  and 
improvement  of  farm  crops  and  other  plants  and  plant  indus¬ 
tries;  soils  and  soil-plant  relationships,  and  the  application 
of  engineering  principles  to  agriculture;  plant  diseases,  in¬ 
cluding  nematodes,  and  methods  for  their  prevention  and 
control;  plant  and  plant-disease  collections  and  surveys; 
the  distribution  of  weeds  and  means  for  their  control;  meth¬ 
ods  of  handling,  processing,  transportation,  and  storage  ol 
agricultural  products;  and  plants  in  foreign  countries  and 
our  possessions  for  introduction  into  the  United  States,  in¬ 
cluding  explorations  and  surveys,  and  propagation  and  test¬ 
ing  in  this  country;  for  the  operation  and  maintenance  of 
airplanes;  and  for  personal  services  in  the  city  of  Washing¬ 
ton,  as  follows: 

Field  crops:  For  investigations  on  the  production,  im¬ 
provement,  and  diseases  of  alfalfa,  barley,  clover,  corn, 
cotton,  flax,  grasses,  oats,  rice,  rubber  crops,  sorghums,  soy¬ 
beans,  sugar  beets,  sugarcane,  tobacco,  wheat,  and  other 
field  crops,  $2,672,300. 

Fruit,  vegetable,  and  specialty  crops:  For  investigations 
on  the  production,  improvement,  and  diseases  of  fruit,  vege¬ 
table,  nut,  ornamental,  drug,  condiment,  oil,  insecticide,  and 
related  crops  and  plants,  $2,578,100. 

Forest  diseases:  For  investigations  of  diseases  of  ferret 
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and  shade  trees  and  forest  products,  and  methods  for  their 
control,  $380,480. 

Soils,  fertilizers,  &nd  irrigation:  For  investigations  of 
soil  management  methods  to  increase  and  maintain  produc¬ 
tivity,  including  fertilization,  liming,  crop  rotations,  tillage 
practices,  and  other  means  of  improving  soils ;  fertilizers,  ferti¬ 
lizer  ingredients,  and  their  improvement  for  agricultural  use; 
soil  management  and  crop  production  on  dry  and  irrigated 
lands,  and  the  quality  of  irrigation  water  and  its  use  by  crops ; 
and  for  the  classification  of  soils  in  a  national  system  and 
indication  of  their  extent  and  distribution  on  maps,  and 
determination  of  their  potential  productivity  under  adapted 
cropping  and  improved  soil  management;  (17)$1, 166,000 
$ 1,524,000 :  Provided ,  That  the  irrigation  experiment  sta¬ 
tion  at  Bard,  California,  may  be  sold  upon  such  terms  as  the 
Secretary  deems  advantageous,  and  the  proceeds  of  such  sale 
are  to  be  available  for  the  establishment  and  equipment  of  an 
irrigation  station  at  or  near  Brawley,  California,  or  the  Secre¬ 
tary  may  if  he  deems  it  desirable  exchange  in  lieu  of  sale  the 
Bard  Station  for  a  suitable  site  or  facilities  at  or  near  Braw¬ 
ley,  and  in  connection  with  the  establishment  of  the  new  sta¬ 
tion  the  Secretary  may  accept  donations:  Provided  further, 
That  the  Secretary  shall  have  contractual  authority  in  an 
amount  not  to  exceed  $100,000  to  construct  and/or  acquire 
buildings,  facilities,  and  equipment  for  the  station  at  Brawley. 
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Agricultural  engineering:  For  investigations  involving 
the  application  of  engineering  principles  to  agriculture,  in¬ 
cluding  farm  power  and  equipment,  rural  water  supply  and 
sanitation,  and  rural  electrification;  farm  buildings  and  their 
appurtenances  and  buildings  for  processing  and  storing  farm 
products,  and  the  preparation  and  distribution  of  building 
plans  and  specifications;  cotton  ginning,  and  other  engineer¬ 
ing  problems  relating  to  the  production,  processing,  trans¬ 
portation,  and  storage  of  agricultural  products;  $685,690. 

National  Arboretum:  For  the  maintenance  and  develop¬ 
ment  of  the  National  Arboretum  established  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Act  approved  March  4,  1927  (20  U.  S.  0. 
191-194) ,  including  travel  expenses  of  the  advisory  council 
and  the  purchase  of  one  passenger  motor  vehicle  in  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  $413,900,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $20,000 
shall  be  available  for  the  construction  of  entrance  facilities, 
including  a  guardhouse  and  rest  rooms,  and  not  to  exceed 
$10,000  may  be  expended  for  employment  pursuant  to  the 
second  sentence  of  section  706  (a)  of  the  Organic  Act  of 
1944  (5  U.  S.  C.  574)  as  amended  by  section  15  of  the  Act 
of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a) . 

Bureau  of  Entomology  and  Plant  Quarantine 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  investigations,  experiments, 
demonstrations,  and  surveys  for  the  promotion  of  economic 
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entomology,  for  investigating  and  ascertaining  the  best 
means  of  destroying  insects  and  related  pests  injurious  to 
agriculture,  for  importing  useful  and  beneficial  insects  and 
bacterial,  fungal,  and  other  diseases  of  insects  and  related 
pests,  for  investigating  and  ascertaining  the  best  means  of 
destroying  insects  affecting  man  and  animals,  and  the  best 
ways  of  utilizing  beneficial  insects,  for  carrying  into  effect 
the  provisions  of  the  Plant  Quarantine  Act  of  August  20, 
1912,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  0.  151-167),  the  Honey  Bee 
Act  (7  IF.  S.  0.  281-283) ,  the  Insect  Pest  Act  (7  U.  S.  C. 
141-144) ,  the  Mexican  Border  Act  (7  IJ.  S.  0.  149)  and 
the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (7  U.  S.  0.  147a),  authorizing 
the  eradication,  control,  and  prevention  of  spread  of  injurious 
insects  and  plant  pests;  including  the  operation  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  airplanes  and  the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  five,  and 
not  to  exceed  $718,350  for  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia,  as  follows: 

Insect  investigations:  For  the  investigation  of  insects 
affecting  fruits,  grapes,  nuts,  trees,  shrubs,  forests  and  forest 
products,  truck  and  garden  crops,  cereal,  forage  and  range 
crops,  cotton,  tobacco,  sugar  plants,  ornamental  and  other 
plants  and  agricultural  products,  household  possessions,  and 
man  and  animals;  for  bee  culture  and  apiar}^  management; 
for  classifying,  identif}dng,  and  collecting  information  to 
determine  the  distribution  and  abundance  of  insects;  for 
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invesigations  in  connection  with  introduction  of  natural 
enemies  of  injurious  insects  and  related  pests  and  for  the 
exchange  with  other  countries  of  useful  and  beneficial  insects 
and  other  arthropods;  for  developing  methods,  equipment, 
and  apparatus  to  aid  in  enforcing  plant  quarantines  and  in 
the  eradication  and  control  of  insect  pests  and  plant  diseases  ; 
and  for  investigations  of  insecticides  and  fungicides,  including 
methods  of  their  manufacture  and  use  and  the  effects  of  their 
application,  (18)$  £,019,800  $ 3,023,300 . 

Insect  and  plant-disease  control:  For  carrying  out  op¬ 
erations  or  measures  to  eradicate,  suppress,  control,  or  to 
prevent  or  retard  the  spread  of  Japanese  hettle,  sweet- 
potato  weevil,  Mexican  fruitflies,  phony  peach  and  peach 
mosaic,  cereal  rusts,  and  pink  bollworm  and  Thurberia  weevil, 
including  the  enforcement  of  quarantine  regulations  and 
cooperation  with  States  to  enforce  plant  quarantines  as 
authorized  by  the  Plant  Quarantine  Act  of  August  20,  1912, 
as  amended  (7  U.  S.  O.  151-167) ,  and  including  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  such  cotton-free  areas  as  may  be  necessary  to 
stamp  out  any  infestation  of  the  pink  bollworm  as  authorized 
by  the  Act  of  February  8,  1930  (46  Stat.  67) ,  and  for  the 
enforcement  of  domestic  plant  quarantines  through  inspec¬ 
tion  in  transit,  including  the  interception  and  disposition  of 
materials  found  to  have  been  transported  interstate  in  viola¬ 
tion  of  Federal  plant  quarantine  laws  or  regulations,  and 
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operations  under  the  Terminal  Inspection  Act  (7  U.  S.  0. 
166),  $2,586,200:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  this  appro¬ 
priation  shall  he  used  to  pay  the  cost  or  value  of  trees, 
farm  animals,  farm  crops,  or  other  property  injured  or 
destroyed:  Provided  further,  That,  in  the  discretion  of  the 
Secretary,  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  he  expended 
for  the  control  of  sweetpotato  weevil  in  any  State  until  such 
State  has  provided  cooperation  necessary  to  accomplish  this 
purpose,  or  for  barberry  eradication  until  a  sum  or  sums  at 
least  equal  to  such  expenditures  shall  have  been  appro¬ 
priated,  subscribed,  or  contributed  by  States,  counties,  or 
local  authorities,  or  by  individuals  or  organizations  for  the 
accomplishment  of  this  purpose. 

Foreign  plant  quarantines:  For  operations  against  the 
introduction  of  insect  pests  or  plant  diseases  into  the  United 
States,  including  the  enforcement  of  foreign-plant  quarantines 
and  regulations  promulgated  under  sections  5  and  7  of  the 
Plant  Quarantine  Act  of  August  20,  1912,  as  amended 
(7  U.  S.  C.  151-167),  the  Insect  Pest  Act  of  1905  (7 
U.  S.  C.  141-144) ,  and  the  Mexican  Border  Act  of  1942 
(7  U.  S.  C.  149),  for  enforcement  of  domestic-plant  quar¬ 
antines  as  they  pertain  to  Territories  of  the  United  States 
and  enforcement  of  regulations  governing  the  movement 
of  plants  into  and  from  the  District  of  Columbia  promul¬ 
gated  under  section  15  of  the  Plant  Quarantine  Act  of 
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1  August  20,  1912,  as  amended,  and  for  inspection  and  cer- 

2  tification  of  plants  and  plant  products  to  meet  the  sanitary 

3  requirements  of  foreign  countries,  as  authorized  in  section 

4  102  of  the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (7  U.  S.  C.  147a), 

5  $2,212,000. 

6  Control  of  Emergency  Outbreaks  of  Insects  and 

7  Plant  Diseases 

8  Eor  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the 

9  joint  resolution  approved  May  9,  1938  (7  U.  S.  C.  148- 

10  148e),  including  the  operation  and  maintenance  of  air- 

11  planes  and  the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  three,  and  surveys 

12  and  control  operations  in  Canada  in  cooperation  with 

13  the  Canadian  Government  or  local  Canadian  authorities, 

14  and  the  employment  of  Canadian  citizens,  ( 1 9)$1 ,000,000 

15  $1,750,000. 

16  Bureau  of  Agricultural  and  Industrial  Chemistry 

17  SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

18  Eor  expenses  necessary  for  investigations,  experiments, 

19  and  demonstrations  hereinafter  authorized,  including  not  to 

20  exceed  $237,746  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of 

21  Columbia,  as  follows: 

22  Agricultural  chemical  and  naval  stores  investigations: 

23  Eor  conducting  the  investigations  contemplated  by  the  Act  of 

24  May  15,  1862  (5  U.  S.  C.  511,  512) ,  relating  to  the  applica- 

25  tion  of  chemistry  to  agriculture ;  for  the  biological,  chemical, 
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physical,  microscopical,  and  technological  investigation  of 
foods,  feeds,  drugs,  plant  and  animal  products,  and  substances 
used  in  the  manufacture  thereof;  for  investigations  of  the 

physiological  effects  and  for  the  pharmacological  testing  of 

/ 

such  products  and  of  insecticides;  for  the  investigation  and 
development  of  methods  for  the  manufacture  of  sugars,  sugar 
sirups,  and  starches  and  the  utilization  of  new  agricultural 
materials  for  such  purposes ;  and  for  the  technological  investi¬ 
gation  of  the  utilization  of  fruits  and  vegetables  and  for 
frozen-pack  investigations;  for  the  investigation  of  naval 
stores  (turpentine  and  rosin)  and  their  components;  the 
investigation  and  experimental  demonstration  of  improved 
equipment,  methods,  or  processes  of  preparing  naval  stores; 
and  the  weighing,  storing,  handling,  transportation,  and 
utilization  of  naval  stores;  (20)$589,050  $634,050. 

Regional  research  laboratories:  For  continuing  the  re¬ 
searches  established  under  the  provisions  of  section  202  (a) 
to  202  (e) ,  inclusive,  of  title  II  of  the  Agricultural  Adjust¬ 
ment  Act  of  1938  (7  U.  S.  0.  1292),  including  research 
on  food  products  of  farm  commodities,  $5,000,000,  including 
not  to  exceed  $50,000  for  the  construction  of  a  hazardous 
operations  building  at  the  Eastern  Regional  Research  Lab¬ 
oratory  located  at  Wyndmoor,  Pennsylvania. 

Bureau  of  Human  Nutrition  and  Home  Economics 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses,  includ- 


1  mg  not  to  exceed  $311,765  for  personal  services  in  the 

2  District  of  Columbia,  for  conducting  investigations  of  the 

3  relative  utility  and  economy  of  agricultural  products  for 

4  food,  clothing,  and  other  uses  in  the  home,  with  special 

5  suggestions  of  plans  and  methods  for  the  more  effective 
^  utilization  of  such  products  for  these  purposes,  and  such 
T  economic  investigations,  including  housing  and  household 
3  buying,  as  have  for  their  purpose  the  improvement  of  the 
3  rural  home,  and  for  disseminating  useful  information  on 

10  this  subject,  $813,000. 

11  CONTROL  OF  FOREST  PESTS 

12  For  expenses  necessary  for  carrying  out  operations, 

12  measures,  or  surveys  necessary  to  eradicate,  suppress,  con- 

14  trol,  or  to  prevent  or  retard  the  spread  of  insects  or  diseases 

15  which  endanger  forest  trees  on  any  lands  in  the  United 
10  States,  and  for  such  quarantine  measures  relating  thereto 
17  as  may  be  necessary  pursuant  to  the  Plant  Quarantine  Act 

13  of  August  20,  1912,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  151-167), 
1^  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and 
2d  the  purchase  (not  to  exceed  two)  and  operation  and  main- 

21  tenance  of  airplanes,  as  follows: 

22  Gypsy  and  brown-tail  moths :  Gypsy  and  brown-tail 

23  moths,  pursuant  to  section  102  of  the  Act  of  September  21, 

24  1944  (7  pi.  S.  C.  147a) ,  $603,600. 
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Forest  Pest  Control  Act:  Forest  Pest  Control  Act 
(Public  Law  110,  approved  June  25,  1947),  $135,000. 

White  pine  blister  rust:  White  pine  blister  rust,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  the  Act  of  April  26,  1940  (16  U.  S.  C.  594a), 
$3,750,000,  of  which  amount  $582,000  shall  be  available 
to  the  Department  of  the  Interior  for  the  control  of  white 
pine  blister  rust  on  or  endangering  Federal  lands  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  that  Department  or  lands  of  Indian  tribes 
which  are  under  the  jurisdiction  of  or  retained  under  restric¬ 
tions  of  the  United  States;  $1,974,650  of  said  amount  to  the 
Forest  Service  for  the  control  of  white  pine  blister  rust  on 
or  endangering  lands  under  its  jurisdiction;  and  $1,193,350 
of  said  amount  to  the  Bureau  of  Entomology  and  Plant 
Quarantine  for  leadership  and  general  coordination  of  the 
entire  program,  method  development,  and  for  operations 
conducted  under  its  direction  for  such  control,  including, 
but  not  confined  to,  the  control  of  white  pine  blister  rust  on 
or  endangering  State  and  privately  owned  lands. 

Dutch  elm  disease:  Dutch  elm  disease,  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  102  of  the  Act  of  September  21,  1944  (7  U.  S.  C. 
147a),  $51,800:  Provided,  That  in  the  discretion  of  the 
Secretary,  no  expenditures  from  this  appropriation  shall  be 
made  for  applying  methods  of  control  of  the  Dutch  elm  dis¬ 
ease  in  any  State  where  measures  for  the  removal  and  de¬ 
struction  of  trees  on  non-Federal  lands  suffering  from  the 
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Dutch  elm  disease  are  not  in  force,  provided  such  removal 
and  destruction  are  deemed  essential  or  appropriate  for  the 
carrying  on  of  the  control  program,  nor  until  a  sum  or  sums 
at  least  equal  to  such  expenditures  shall  have  been  appro¬ 
priated,  subscribed,  or  contributed  by  State,  county,  or  local 
authorities,  or  by  individuals,  or  by  organizations  concerned: 
Provided,  however,  That  expenditures  incurred  for  removal 
of  trees  infected  with  Dutch  elm  disease  from  non-Federal 
lands  shall  not  be  considered  a  part  of  such  appropriations, 
subscriptions,  or  contributions:  Provided  further,  That  no 
part  of  this  appropriation  shall  he  expended  for  the  removal 
and  destruction  of  trees  infected  with  the  Dutch  elm  disease 
except  where  such  trees  are  located  on  property  owned  or 
controlled  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  or  on 
property  included  within  local  experimental  control  areas. 

FOREST  SERVICE 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary,  including  not  to  exceed 
$1,097,582  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
not  to  exceed  $10,000  for  employment  pursuant  to  the 
second  sentence  of  section  706  (a)  of  the  Organic  Act  of 
1944  (5  U.  S.  C.  574),  as  amended  by  section  15  of  the 
Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  to  experiment 
and  make  investigations  and  report  on  forestry,  national  for¬ 
ests,  forest  fires,  and  lumbering,  but  no  part  of  this  appropria- 
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tion  shall  be  used  for  any  experiment  or  test  made  outside  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  United  States;  to  advise  the  owners  of 
woodlands  as  to  the  proper  care  of  the  same;  to  investigate 
and  test  American  timber  and  timber  trees  and  their  uses, 
and  methods  for  the  preservative  treatment  of  timber;  to 
seek,  through  investigations  and  the  planting  of  native  and 
foreign  species,  suitable  trees  for  the  treeless  regions;  to 
erect  necessary  buildings:  Provided ,  That  the  cost  of  any 
building  purchased,  erected,  or  as  improved,  exclusive  of  the 
cost  of  constructing  a  water-supply  or  sanitary  system  and 
•  of  connecting  the  same  with  any  such  building,  and  exclusive 
of  the  cost  of  any  tower  upon  which  a  lookout  house  may 
be  erected,  shall  not  exceed  $10,000,  with  the  exception 
that  any  building  erected,  purchased,  or  acquired,  the  cost 
of  which  was  $10,000  or  more,  may  be  improved  out  of  the 
appropriations  made  under  this  Act  for  the  Forest  Service 
by  an  amount  not  to  exceed  2  per  centum  of  the  cost  of  such 
building  as  certified  by  the  Secretary;  to  protect,  admin¬ 
ister,  and  improve  the  national  forests,  including  tree  planting 
and  other  measures  to  prevent  erosion,  drift,  surface  wash, 
soil  waste,  and  the  formation  of  floods,  and  to  conserve 
water;  to  ascertain  the  natural  conditions  upon  and  utilize 
the  national  forests,  to  transport  and  care  for  fish  and  game 
supplied  to  stock  the  national  forests  or  the  waters  therein; 
to  collate,  digest,  report,  and  illustrate  the  results  of  experi- 
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ments  and  investigations  made  by  the  Forest  Service: 
Provided,  That  not  to  exceed  $50,000  of  the  appropriation 
for  “National  forest  protection  and  management”,  and  not 
to  exceed  $50,000  of  the  appropriation  for  “Forest  fire 
cooperation”  may  be  transferred  to  the  appropriation 
“Printing  and  binding,  Department  of  Agriculture”,  for  forest 
fire  prevention  posters  and  related  printed  material,  as 
follows : 

General  administrative  expenses:  For  general  admin¬ 
istration,  including  the  salary  of  the  Chief  Forester  at 
$10,000  per  annum,  and  for  expenses  of  the  National  Forest 
Reservation  Commission  as  authorized  by  section  14  of  the 
Act  of  March  1,  1911  ( 16  U.  S.  C.  514) ,  $650,000. 

National  forest  protection  and  management:  For  the 
administration,  protection,  use,  maintenance,  improvement, 
and  development  of  the  national  forests,  including  the  estab¬ 
lishment  and  maintenance  of  forest  tree  nurseries,  including 
the  procurement  of  tree  seed  and  nursery  stock  by  purchase, 
production,  or  otherwise,  seeding  and  tree  planting  and 
the  care  of  plantations  and  young  growth;  the  operation 
and  maintenance  of  aircraft  and  the  purchase  of  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  four;  the  maintenance  of  roads  and  trails  and  the 
construction  and  maintenance  of  all  other  improvements 
necessan-  for  the  proper  and  economical  administration, 
protection,  development,  and  use  of  the  national  forests, 
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1  including  experimental  areas  under  Forest  Service  admin- 

2  istration,  except  that  where,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Secretary, 

3  direct  purchases  will  be  more  economical  than  construction, 

4  improvements  may  be  purchased;  the  construction  (not  to 

5  exceed  $10,000  for  any  one  structure),  equipment,  and 

6  maintenance  of  sanitary  and  recreational  facilities ;  timber  cul- 

7  tural  operations;  development  and  application  of  fish  and 

8  game  management  plans;  propagation  and  transplanting  of 

9  plants  suitable  for  planting  on  semiarid  portions  of  the 

10  national  forests;  estimating  and  appraising  of  timber  and 

11  other  resources  and  development  and  application  of  plans  for 

12  their  effective  management,  sale,  and  use ;  examination, 

13  classification,  surveying,  and  appraisal  of  land  incident  to 

14  effecting  exchanges  authorized  by  law  and  of  lands  within 

15  the  boundaries  of  the  national  forests  that  may  be  opened 

16  to  homestead  settlement  and  entry  under  the  Act  of -June 

17  11,  1906,  and  the  Act  of  August  10,  1912  (16  U.  S.  0. 
16  506-509),  as  provided  by  the  Act  of  March  4,  1913  (16 

19  U.  S.  C.  512)  ;  investigation  and  establishment  of  water 

20  rights,  including  the  purchase  thereof  or  of  lands  or  interests 

21  in  lands  or  rights-of-way  for  use  and  protection  of  water 

22  rights  necessary  or  beneficial  in  connection  with  the  admin- 

23  istration  and  public  use  of  the  national  forests;  and  all 

24  expenses  necessary  for  the  use,  maintenance,  improvement, 

25  protection,  and  general  administration  of  the  national  forests, 
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(2 1  )$24, 88 9 , 1 7 d  $25,364,000,  of  which  not  to  exceed 
$25,000  shall  be  available  for  the  purchase  of  one  nursery 
site. 

Fighting  forest  fires:  For  fighting  and  preventing  forest 
fires  on  or  threatening  lands  under  Forest  Service  adminis¬ 
tration,  including  lands  under  contract  for  purchase  or  in 
process  of  condemnation  for  Forest  Service  purposes, 
$100,000,  which  amount  shall  also  be  available  for  meeting 
obligations  of  the  preceding  fiscal  year. 

Forest  research:  For  forest  research  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  sections  1,  2,  7,  8,  9,  and  10  of  the  Act 
approved  May  22,  1928,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  581, 
581a,  581f— 58 li ) ,  including  the  construction  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  improvements,  as  follows: 

Forest  and  range  management  investigations :  Fire, 
silvicultural,  watershed,  and  other  forest  investigations  and 
experiments  under  said  section  2,  as  amended,  and  investiga¬ 
tions  and  experiments  to  develop  improved  methods  of  man¬ 
agement  of  forest  and  other  ranges  under  section  7,  at  forest 
or  range  experiment  stations  or  elsewhere,  (22)$2-,-750,000 
$2,825,000. 

Forest  products:  Experiments,  investigations,  and  tests 
of  forest  products  under  section  8,  at  the  Forest  Products 
Laboratory,  or  elsewhere,  (23 )$4tOOO,QOO  $1,125,000. 

Forest  resources  investigations :  A  comprehensive  forest 
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survey  under  section  9,  and  investigations  in  forest  economics 
under  section  10,  (24)$7A0,-096  $822,000. 

FOREST-FIRE  COOPERATION 

For  cooperation  with  the  various  States  or  other  appro¬ 
priate  agencies  in  forest-fire  prevention  and  suppression  and 
the  protection  of  timbered  and  cut-over  lands  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  sections  1,  2,  and  3  of  the  Act 
approved  June  7,  1924,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  0.  564- 
570) ,  $9,000,000,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $76,125  shall 
be  available  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

FARM  AND  OTHER  PRIVATE  FORESTRY  COOPERATION 

To  enable  the  Secretary  through  the  Forest  Service 
to  advise  timberland  owners  and  associations,  wood-using 
industries  or  other  appropriate  agencies  in  the  application 
of  forest  management  principles  to  federally  owned  lands 
leased  to  States  and  to  private  forest  lands,  so  as  to  attain 
sustained-yield  management,  the  conservation  of  the  timber 
resources,  the  productivity  of  forest  lands,  and  the  stabiliza¬ 
tion  of  employment  and  economic  continuance  of  forest 
industries,  and  to  carry  into  effect,  through  such  agencies 
of  the  Department  as  he  may  designate,  the  provisions  of 
the  Cooperative  Farm  Forestry  Act,  approved  May  18, 
1937  (16  II.  S.  C.  568b),  (not  to  exceed  $660,034) 
and  the  provisions  of  sections  4  (not  to  exceed  $83,700) 
and  5  (not  to  exceed  $65,766)  of  the  Act  approved  June 
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7,  1924  (16  U.  S.  C.  567-568),  and  Acts  supplementary 
thereto;  in  all,  not  to  exceed  $809,500,  of  which  not  to 
exceed  $54,636  may  be  expended  for  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia;  and  not  to  exceed  $30,000  for 
the  construction,  alteration,  or  purchase  of  necessary  build¬ 
ings,  and  other  improvements. 

ACQUISITION  OF  LANDS  FOR  NATIONAL  FORESTS 

Under  Weeks  Act:  For  the  acquisition  of  forest  lands 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Act  approved  March  1,  1911, 
as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  513-519,  521),  $500,000,  to 
be  available  only  for  payment  toward  the  purchase  price 
of  any  lands  acquired,  including  the  cost  of  surveys  in 
connection  with  such  acquisition. 

Under  special  Acts:  For  the  acquisition  of  land  to  facili¬ 
tate  the  control  of  soil  erosion  and  flood  damage  originating 
within  the  exterior  boundaries  of  the  following  national 
forests,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  following 
Acts  authorizing  annual  appropriations  of  forest  receipts  for 
such  purposes,  and  in  not  to  exceed  the  following  amounts 
from  such  receipts:  Uinta  and  Wasatch  National  Forests, 
Utah,  Act  of  August  26,  1935  (Public  Law  337),  as 
amended,  $40,000;  Cache  National  Forest,  Utah,  Act  of 
May  11,  1938  (Public  Law  505),  as  amended,  $10,000; 
San  Bernardino  and  Cleveland  National  Forests,  Biverside 
County,  California,  Act  if  June  15,  1938  (Public  Law  634) , 
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as  amended,  $22,000;  Nevada  and  Toiyabe  National  Forests, 
Nevada,  Act  of  June  25,  1938  (Public  Law  748),  as 
amended,  $10,000;  Angeles  National  Forest,  California,  Act 
of  June  11,  1940  (Public  Law  591),  $20,000;  Cleveland 
National  Forest,  San  Diego  County,  California,  Act  of  June 
11,  1940  (Public  Law  589),  $5,000;  Sequoia  National 
Forest,  California,  Act  of  June  17,  1940  (Public  Law  637) , 
$35,000;  in  all  $142,000. 

FOEEST  LOADS  AND  TEAILS 
For  expenses  necessary  for  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  section  23  of  the  Federal  Highway  Act  approved  Novem¬ 
ber  9,  1921,  as  amended  (23  U.  S.  C.  23,  23a),  and  for 
the  construction,  reconstruction,  and  maintenance  of  roads 
and  trails  on  experimental  areas  under  Forest  Service 
administration,  ( 1 )  $9,750,000  for  forest  development  roads 
and  trails,  and  (2)  (25)$-5jOO0,000  $5,300,000  for  forest 
highways,  which  sums  are  authorized  to  be  appropriated  by 
the  Act  of  December  20,  1944  (Public  Law  521),  in  all, 
(2 6)8-11, 750, 000  $ 15,050,000  (including  not  to  exceed 
$100,000  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia) , 
to  be  immediately  available  and  to  remain  available  until  ex¬ 
pended:  Provided,  That  this  appropriation  shall  be  available 
for  the  rental,  purchase,  construction,  or  alteration  of  build¬ 
ings  necessary  for  the  storage  and  repair  of  equipment  and 
supplies  used  for  road  and  trail  construction  and  mainte- 
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nance,  but  the  total  cost  of  any  such  building  purchased, 
altered,  or  constructed  under  this  authorization  shall  not 
exceed  $10,000,  with  the  exception  that  any  building 
erected,  purchased,  or  acquired,  the  cost  of  which  was 
$10,000  or  more,  may  be  improved  within  any  fiscal  year 
by  an  amount  not  to  exceed  2  per  centum  of  the  cost  of 
such  buildings  certified  by  the  Secretary. 

FLOOD  CONTROL 

Flood  control:  For  expenses  necessary,  in  accordance 
with  the  Flood  Control  Act,  approved  June  22,  1936 
(Public  Law  738,  Seventy-fourth  Congress),  as  amended 
and  supplemented,  to  make  preliminary  examinations  and 
surveys,  and  to  perform  works  of  improvements,  $6,000,000, 
(27>/  which  $ 2,070,500  shall  he  available  for  'preliminary 
examinations  and  surveys,  and  including  not  to  exceed 
$135,000  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
to  be  immediately  available  and  to  remain  available  until 
expended,  with  which  shall  be  merged  the  unexpended 
balances  of  funds  heretofore  appropriated  or  transferred 
to'  the  Department  for  flood-control  purposes:  Provided, 
That  no  part  of  such  funds  shall  be  used  for  the  purchase 
of  lands  in  the  Yazoo  and  Little  Tallahatchie  water¬ 
sheds  without  specific  approval  of  the  county  board  of 
supervisors  of  the  county  in  which  such  lands  are  situated: 
Provided  further,  That  hereafter  funds  appropriated  for 
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the  Yazoo  and  Little  Tallahatchie  watersheds  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  (2  8^)  necessary  work  projects  in  all  areas  up 
to  that  over  which  the  Department  of  the  Army  has  juris¬ 
diction  and  responsibility  or  to  carry  out  emergency  measures 
authorized  by  section  7  of  the  Act  of  June  28,  1938  (52  Stat. 
1225) ,  as  amended. 

SOIL  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 
For  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  approved  April  27,  1935  (16  U.  S.  C.  590a-590f) , 
which  provides  for  a  national  program  of  erosion  control 
and  soil  and  water  conservation,  including  not  to  exceed 
$856,750  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
furnishing  of  subsistence  to  employees,  operation  and  main¬ 
tenance  of  aircraft,  and  the  purchase  and  erection  or  altera¬ 
tion  of  permanent  buildings:  Provided ,  That  the  cost  of 
any  building  purchased,  erected,  or  as  improved,  exclusive 
of  the  cost  of  constructing  a  water  supply  or  sanitary  system 
and  connecting  the  same  with  any  such  building,  shall 
not  exceed  $2,500  except  where  buildings  are  acquired  in 
conjunction  with  land  being  purchased  for  other  purposes 
and  except  for  eight  buildings  to  be  constructed  at  a  cost 
not  to  exceed  $15,000  per  building:  Provided  further,  That 
no  money  appropriated  in  this  Act  shall  be  available  for 
the  construction  of  any  such  building  on  land  not  owned 
by  the  Government:  Provided  farther,  That  in  the  State 
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1  of  Missouri  where  the  State  has  established  a  central  State 

2  agency  authorized  to  enter  into  agreements  with  the  United 

3  States  or  any  of  its  agencies  on  policies  and  general  pro- 

4  grams  for  the  saving  of  its  soil  by  the  extension  of  Fed- 

5  eral  aid  to  any  soil  conservation  district  in  such  State, 

6  the  agreements  made  by  or  on  behalf  of  the  United  States 

7  with  any  such  soil  conservation  district  shall  have  the  prior 

8  approval  of  such  central  State  agency  before  they  shall 

9  become  effective  as  to  such  district,  as  follows : 

10  Soil  conservation  research:  For  research  and  investiga- 

11  tions  into  the  character,  cause,  extent,  history,  and  effects 

12  of  erosion,  soil  and  moisture  depletion  and  methods  of  soil 

13  and  water  conservation  (including  the  construction  and 

14  hydrologic  phases  of  farm  irrigation  and  land  drainage,  and 

15  water  regulation  to  conserve  the  soil  and  reduce  fire  hazards 

16  in  the  Everglades  region  of  Florida,  except  that  expenditures 

17  for  all  work  in  the  Everglades  region  shall  be  limited  to  a 

18  sum  not  in  excess  of  funds  made  available  for  such  work  by 

19  the  State  of  Florida,  or  political  subdivisions  thereof)  ;  and 

20  for  construction,  operation,  and  maintenance  of  experimental 

21  watersheds,  stations,  laboratories,  plots,  and  installations, 

22  (29)11,048,000  $1,548,000. 

23  Soil  conservation  operations:  For  carrying  out  preven- 

24  tive  measures  to  conserve  soil  and  water,  including  such 

25  special  measures  as  may  bp  necessary  to  prevent  floods  and 
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the  siltation  of  reservoirs,  and  including  the  improvement 
of  farm  irrigation  and  land  drainage,  the  establishment  and 
operation  of  conservation  nurseries,  the  making  of  conserva¬ 
tion  plans  and  surveys,  and  the  dissemination  of  information, 

(30) $44,000,000  $43,500,000:  Provided,  That  no  part  of 
this  appropriation  may  be  expended  for  soil  and  water 
conservation  operations  in  demonstration  projects. 

LAND  UTILIZATION  AND  RETIREMENT  OF 
SUBMARGINAL  LAND 

For  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
title  III  of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act,  approved 
July  22,  1937  (7  U.  S.  0.  1010-1012) ,  and  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  approved  August  11,  1945  (Public  'Law 
179,  Seventy-ninth  Congress),  including  not  to  exceed 

(31) $-29-,001  $38,000  for  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia,  (32)$  1,000, 000  $1,250,000. 

PRODUCTION  AND  MARKETING 
ADMINISTRATION 

Conservation  and  Use  of  Agricultural  Land 

Resources 

For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry 
into  effect  the  provisions  of  sections  7  to  17,  inclusive,  of  the 
Soil  Conservation  and  Domestic  Allotment  Act,  approved 
February  29,  1936,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  590g-590q) , 
and  the  provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of 
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1938,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  1281-1407)  (except  the 
provisions  of  sections  201,  202,  303,  381,  and  383  and 
the  provisions  of  titles  IV  and  V) ,  including  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  not  to  exceed  $6,000 
for  the  preparation  and  display  of  exhibits,  including  such 
displays  at  State,  interstate,  and  international  fairs  within 
the  United  States;  $150,000,000,  to  remain  available 
until  December  31,  1949,  for  compliance  with  pro¬ 
grams  under  said  provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Adjust¬ 
ment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  and  the  Act  of  February 
29,  1936,  as  amended,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
1948  programs  carried  out  during  the  period  July  1, 
1947,  to  December  31,  1948,  inclusive:  Provided,  That 
not  to  exceed  $24,500,000  of  the  total  sum  provided 
under  this  head  shall  be  available  during  the  current 
fiscal  year,  for  salaries  and  other  administrative  expenses 
for  carrying  out  such  programs,  including  the  tobacco  and 
peanut-marketing  quota  programs,  the  cost  of  aerial  photo¬ 
graphs,  however,  not  to  be  charged  to  such  limitation;  but 
not  more  than  $7,000,000  shall  be  transferred  to  the  appro¬ 
priation  account,  “Administrative  expenses,  section  392,  Ag¬ 
ricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938”:  Provided  further,  That 
payments  to  claimants  hereunder  may  be  made  upon  the 
certificate  of  the  claimant,  which  certificate  shall  be  in  such 
form  as  the  Secretary  may  prescribe,  that  he  has  carried 
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out  the  conservation  practice  or  practices  and  has 
complied  with  all  other  requirements  as  conditions  for 
such  payments  and  that  the  statements  and  informa¬ 
tion  contained  in  the  application  for  payment  are  cor¬ 
rect  and  true,  to  the  best  of  his  knowledge  and  belief, 
under  the  penalties  of  the  Act  of  March  4,  1909,  as  amended 
(18  U.  S.  C.  80)  :  Provided  further,  That  none  of  the 
funds  herein  appropriated  or  made  available  for  the 
functions  assigned  to  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Agency 
pursuant  to  the  Executive  Order  Numbered  9069,  of 
February  23,  1942,  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  salaries  or 
expenses  of  any  regional  information  employees  or  any 
State  or  county  information  employees,  but  this  shall  not 
preclude  the  answering  of  inquiries  or  supplying  of  infor¬ 
mation  to  individual  farmers:  Provided  further,  That  such 
amount  shall  be  available  for  salaries  and  other  admin¬ 
istrative  expenses  in  connection  with  the  formulation  and 
administration  of  the  1949  programs  (amounting  to 
(33)$2 2 5 ,000,000  $300,000,000,  including  administra¬ 
tion,  and  formulated  on  the  basis  of  a  distribution  of  the 
funds  available  for  payments  and  grants  among  the  several 
States  in  accordance  with  their  conservation  needs  as  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  Secretary:  Provided  further,  That  the  pro¬ 
portion  allocated  to  any  State  shall  not  be  reduced  more 
than  15  per  centum  from  the  1946  distribution  and  that  no 
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participant  shall  receive  more  than  (34)$§Q0  $750)  of  soil- 
building  practices  and  soil-  and  water-conservation  practices, 
under  the  Act  of  February  29,  1936,  as  amended,  and  pro¬ 
grams  under  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended;  but  the  payments  or  grants  under  such  program 
shall  be  conditioned  upon  the  utilization  of  land  with  respect 
to  which  such  payments  or  grants  are  to  be  made,  in  con¬ 
formity  with  farming  practices  which  will  encourage  and 
provide  for  soil-building  and  soil-  and  water-conserving  prac¬ 
tices  in  the  most  practical  and  effective  manner  and  adapted 
to  conditions  in  the  several  States,  as  determined  and  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  State  committee  appointed  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  8  (b)  of  the  Soil  Conservation  and  Domestic  Allot¬ 
ment  Act,  as  amended  for  the  respective  States:  Provided 
further,  That  the  Secretary  may,  in  his  discretion,  from 
time  to  time  transfer  to  the  General  Accounting  Office  such 
sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  pay  administrative  expenses 
of  said  Office  in  auditing  payments  under  this  item :  Provided 
further,  That  such  amounts  shall  be  available  for  the  pur¬ 
chase  of  seeds,  fertilizers,  lime,  trees,  or  any  other  farming 
materials,  or  any  soil-terracing  services,  and  making  grants 
thereof  to  agricultural  producers  to  aid  them  in  carrying 
out  farming  practices  approved  by  the  Secretary  under  pro¬ 
grams  provided  for  herein:  Provided  further,  That  the  Sec¬ 
retary  is  authorized  and  directed  to  make  payments  to 
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farmers  who  complied  with  the  terms  and  conditions  of 
the  agricultural  conservation  programs,  formulated  pursuant 
to  sections  7  to  17,  inclusive,  of  the  Soil  Conservation 
and  Domestic  Allotment  Act,  as  amended,  if  the  Secre¬ 
tary  determines  that,  because  of  induction  into  the  armed 
forces  of  the  United  States,  such  farmers  failed  to  file,  or 
were  prevented  from  filing,  applications  for  payment  under 
any  such  program  during  the  period  the  applicable  appro¬ 
priation  for  such  program  was  available  for  obligation,  such 
payments  to  be  made  out  of  the  unobligated  balance  of  the 
appropriation,  “Conservation  and  use  of  agricultural  land 
resources’’,  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture  Appropriation 
Act,  1946:  Provided  further,  That  an  application  for  pay¬ 
ment  on  the  prescribed  form  is  filed  by  any  such  farmer  (or 
the  person  entitled  to  payment  in  case  of  death,  disappear¬ 
ance,  or  incompetency  of  the  farmer  under  regulations  issued 
pursuant  to  section  385  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act 

i 

of  1938,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.,  1940  edition,  1385)  ) 
within  one  year  from  the  date  of  his  discharge  from  the 
armed  forces,  or  by  December  31,  1948,  whichever  is 
later:  And  provided  further,  That  no  part  of  any  funds  avail¬ 
able  to  the  Department,  or  any  bureau,  office,  corporation,  or 
other  agency  constituting  a  part  of  such  Department  shall  be 
used  in  the  current  fiscal  year  for  the  payment  of  salary  or 
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travel  expenses  of  any  person  who  has  been  convicted  of 
violating  the  Act  entitled  “An  Act  to  prevent  pernicious 
political  activities”,  approved  August  2,  1939,  as  amended, 
or  who  has  been  found  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  6  of  the  Act  of  July  11,  1919  (18  U.  S.  C.  201), 
to  have  violated  or  attempted  to  violate  such  section  which 
prohibits  the  use  of  Federal  appropriations  for  the  payment 
of  personal  services  or  other  expenses  designed  to  influence 
in  any  manner  a  Member  of  Congress  to  favor  or  oppose  any 
legislation  or  appropriation  by  Congress  except  upon  request 
of  any  Member  or  through  the  proper  official  channels. 

Sugae  Act 

To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  into  effect  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1948,  approved  August  8,  1947 
(Public  Law  388) ,  including  such  amount  as  is  required 
to  complete  pa}^ments  under  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  1100-1183),  $72,000,000,  to  re¬ 
main  available  until  June  30,  1950:  Provided,  That  ex¬ 
penditures  (including  transfers)  from  this  appropriation  for 
other  than  payments  to  sugar  producers  shall  not  exceed 
$1,385,545. 

(35) EXPORTATION  AND  DOMESTIC  CONSUMPTION  OF 
AGRICULTURAL  COMMODITIES 
Not  to  exceed  $500,000  of  the  appropriation  made  avail- 
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able  by  section  32  of  the  Act  of  August  24,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C. 
612  (c)),  shall  be  used  to  pay  any  subsidy,  benefit,  or  in¬ 
demnity  to  manufacturers  of  or  dealers  in  insulation  products. 

National  School  Lunch  Act 

To  enable  the  Secretary  to  cany  out  the  provisions  of 
the  National  School  Lunch  Act  of  June  4,  1946  (Public 
Law  396) ,  there  is  hereby  made  available  (3 6)$65-, 000,000 
$ 75,000,000  of  the  funds  appropriated  for  the  fiscal  year 
1949  by  section  32  of  the  Act  approved  August  24,  1935 
(7  U.  S.  C.  612  (c)  ) ,  such  amount  to  be  without  regard  to 
the  25  per  centum  limitation  contained  in  said  section  32,  and 
to  be  exclusive  of  funds  expended  in  accordance  with  the  last 
sentence  of  section  9  of  the  National  School  Lunch  Act: 
Provided,  That  no  part  of  such  funds  shall  be  used  for  non¬ 
food  assistance  under  section  5  of  said  Act. 

Marketing  Services 

For  expenses  necessary,  including  not  to  exceed 
(37 )S^rl-8-i-,-827-  $2,197,827  for  personal  services  in  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  in  conducting  investigations,  experiments, 
and  demonstrations,  as  follows: 

Market  news  service:  For  collecting,  publishing,  and 
distributing,  by  telegraph,  mail,  or  otherwise,  timely  infor¬ 
mation  on  the  market  supply  and  demand,  commercial 
movement,  location,  disposition,  quality,  condition,  and  mar¬ 
ket  prices  of  livestock,  meats,  fish,  and  animal  products, 
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dairy  and  poultry  products  (including  broilers),  fruits  and 
vegetables,  peanuts  and  their  products,  grain,  hay,  feeds, 
cottonseed,  and  seeds,  and  other  agricultural  products, 

$1,6.92,250. 


Market  inspection  of  farm  products:  For  the  investi¬ 
gation  and  certification,  in  one  or  more  jurisdictions,  to 
shippers  and  other  interested  parties  of  the  class,  quality, 
and  condition  of  any  agricultural  commodity  or  food 
product,  whether  raw,  dried,  canned,  or  otherwise  processed, 
and  any  product  containing  an  agricultural  commodity 
or  derivative  thereof  when  offered  for  interstate  shipment 
or  when  received  at  such  important  central  markets  as 
the  Secretary  may  from  time  to  time  designate,  or  at 
points  which  may  be  conveniently  reached  therefrom  under 
such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  including 
payment  of  such  fees  as  will  be  reasonable  and  as  nearly 
as  may  be  to  cover  the  cost  for  the  service  rendered, 


$712,000. 

Marketing  farm  products:  For  acquiring  and  diffusing 
among  the  people  of  the  United  States  useful  information 
relative  to  the  needed  supplies,  standardization,  classification, 
grading,  preparation  for  market,  handling,  transportation, 
storage,  and  marketing  of  farm  and  food  products,  including 
the  demonstration  and  promotion  of  the  use  of  uniform 
standards  of  classification  of  American  farm  and  food  products 
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throughout  the  world,  for  making  analyses  of  cotton  fiber 
as  provided  by  the  Act  of  April  7,  1941  (7  U.  S.  C.  473d) , 
for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  section  201  (a)  to  201 
( d ) ,  inclusive,  of  title  II  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  of  1938  (7  U.  S.  0.  1291) ,  and  for  coordinating  nutri¬ 
tion  services  made  available  by  Federal,  State,  and  other 
agencies,  including  not  to  exceed  $10,000  for  employment 
pursuant  to  the  second  sentence  of  section  706  (a) ,  of  the 

t 

Organic  Act  of  1944  (5  U.  S.  C.  541b),  as  amended  by 
section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  O.  55a) , 
and  not  to  exceed  $20,000  for  transportation  and  other 

necessary  expenses  including  not  to  exceed  $10  per  diem 

% 

of  persons  serving  without  compensation  while  away  from 
their  homes  or  regular  places  of  business ;  printing  and  bind¬ 
ing;  and  not  to  exceed  $150  for  newspapers,  $1,084,500: 
Provided,  That  the  Secretary  may  make  available  to  any 
bureau,  office,  or  agency  of  the  Department  such  amounts 
from  this  appropriation  as  may  he  necessary  to  carry  out  the 
functions  for  which  this  appropriation  is  made,  and  any  such 
amounts  shall  be  in  addition  to  amounts  transferred  or 
otherwise  made  available  to  appropriation  items  in  this  Act. 

Tobacco  Acts:  To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  to  establish  and  promote  the  use  of  standards  of 
classification  for  tobacco,  to  provide  and  maintain  an  official 
tobacco-inspection  service,  approved  August  23,  1935  (7 
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U.  S.  C.  511-511q) ,  the  Act  to  provide  for  the  collection 
and  publication  of  statistics  of  tobacco  by  the  Department, 
approved  January  14,  1929  (7  U.  S.  C.  501-508),  as 
amended,  and  the  Act  to  prohibit  the  exportation  of  tobacco 
seed  and  plants,  approved  June  5,  1940  (7  U.  S.  C.  516) , 
$1,552,000. 

Cotton  Statistics,  Classing,  Standards  and  Futures  Acts : 
To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Act  authorizing 
the  Secretary  to  collect  and  publish  statistics  of  the  grade 
and  staple  length  of  cotton,  approved  March  3,  1927,  as 
amended  by  the  Act  of  April  13,  1937  (7  U.  S.  C.  471- 
476) ,  and  to  perform  the  duties  imposed  upon  him  by  chap¬ 
ter  14  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  relating  to  cotton 
futures  (26  U.  S.  C.  1920-1935),  and  to  carry  into  effect 
the  provisions  of  the  United  States  Cotton  Standards  Act, 
approved  March  4,  1923,  as  amended  (7  U.  S-  C.  51-65), 
$1,399,000. 

Marketing  regulatory  acts:  For  expenses  necessary  to 
carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Perishable  Agricultural 
Commodities  Act,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  499a-499r) ,  the 
Act  to  prevent  the  destruction  or  dumping  of  farm  produce 
(7  U.  S.  C.  491-497),  the  Act  to  provide  standards  for 
baskets  and  containers  for  fruits  and  vegetables,  as  amended 
( 15  U.  S.  C.  251-256) ,  the  Act  to  fix  standards  for  hampers, 
round  stave  baskets,  and  splint  baskets  for  fruits  and  vege- 
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tables  (15  U.  S.  0.  257—2571) ,  the  Act  to  provide  export 
standards  for  apples  and  pears  (7  U.  S.  0.  581-589),  the 
United  States  Grain  Standards  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  71-87), 
the  United  States  Warehouse  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  241-273), 
the  Federal  Seed  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  1551-1610) ,  the  Packers 
and  Stockyards  Act,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  181-229), 
the  Naval  Stores  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  91-99),  and  the  Federal 
Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act  of  June  25, 
1947  (Public  Law  104) ,  $3,178,350. 

COMMODITY  EXCHANGE  AUTHORITY 
Commodity  Exchange  Act:  To  enable  the  Secretary  to 
carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Commodity  Exchange 
Act,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  1-1 7a) ,  including  not  to 
exceed  $153,000  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  $530,000. 

FARMERS’  HOME  ADMINISTRATION 
For  expenses  necessary,  including  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia,  to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions 
of  titles  I,  II,  and  the  related  provisions  of  title  IV  of  the 
Bankhead- Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  1000-1029) , 
as  amended,  the  Farmers’  Home  Administration  Act  of  1946 
(Public  Law  731),  approved  August  14,  1946,  and  Public 
Law  563,  approved  July  30,  1946,  as  follows: 

Loans:  Title  I  and  section  43  (including  payments  in 
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lieu  of  taxes  and  taxes  under  section  50),  $15,000,000;  title 
II,  (39)$60,000,000  $ 75,000,000 . 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  the  making  and  servicing  of 
new  loans,  insuring  mortgages,  the  servicing  and  collecting 
of  loans  made  under  prior  authority,  and  the  liquidation  of 
assets  transferred  to  Farmers’  Home  Administration  pursuant 
to  the  Farmers’  Home  Administration  Act  of  1946, 
$22,000,000,  together  with  a  transfer  to  this  appropriation 
item  of  not  to  exceed  $120,000  of  the  fees  and  administra¬ 
tive  expense  charges  made  available  by  subsections  (d)  and 
(e)  of  section  12  of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act, 
as  amended. 

WATER  FACILITIES,  ARID  AND  SEMIARID 

AREAS 

To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Act  to  promote 
conservation  in  the  arid  and  semiarid  areas  of  the  United 
States  by  aiding  in  the  development  of  facilities  for  water 
storage  and  utilization,  approved  August  28,  1937,  as 
amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  590r-590x,  590z-5) ,  $1,750,000,  of 
which  not  to  exceed  $11,000  may  he  expended  for  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION  ADMINISTRATION 

To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Rural  Electri¬ 
fication  Act  of  1936,  approved  May  20,  1936,  as  amended 
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(7  U.  S.  C.  901-915,  as  amended  by  the  Act  of  July  30, 
1947  (Public  Law  266)  ) ,  as  follows: 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  administrative  expenses, 
including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  not 
to  exceed  $500  for  newspapers;  and  not  to  exceed  $500  for 
financial  and  credit  reports;  (40)$5 ,000,090  $5,450,000. 

Loans:  For  loans  in  accordance  with  sections  3,  4,  and  5 
of  said  Act,  and  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  section  7 
thereof,  $400,000,000,  to  be  borrowed  from  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section 
3  (a)  of  said  Act. 

GENERAL  PROVISIONS— DEPARTMENT  OF 

AGRICULTURE 

Sec.  2.  No  funds  appropriated  or  made  available  under 
this  title  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  compensation  or  expenses 
of  any  officer  or  employee  of  the  Department  or  any  bureau, 
office,  agency,  or  service  of  the  Department,  or  any  corpora¬ 
tion,  institution,  or  association  supervised  thereby,  who  makes 
or  approves,  or  directs  or  authorizes  the  approval  of,  any 
loan  or  advance  by  the  Regional  Agricultural  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration  of  Washington,  District  of  Columbia,  unless  such 
loan  or  advance  (1)  is  for  the  purpose  of  protecting  the 
security  for  or  assisting  in  the  collection  of  a  loan  or  advance 
theretofore  made  by  the  Corporation,  or  ( 2 )  is  for  use  in  and 
confined  to  a  specific  area  or  region  in  which  the  Secretary 
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of  Agriculture  shall  have  found  that  such  loans  for  specified 
agricultural  purposes  and  for  limited  time  periods  are  neces¬ 
sary  because  of  economic  emergencies  or  production  disasters. 
All  loans  and  advances  made  pursuant  to  this  section  will 
carry  the  full  personal  liability  of  the  borrower,  shall  be 
secured  by  crops  or  livestock  and  such  additional  collateral 
as  is  deemed  necessary  to  afford  reasonable  assurance  of 
repayment,  and  will  be  accompanied  by  a  certificate  of  refusal 
of  the  loan  or  advance  by  a  local  bank  or  the  production 
credit  association  serving  the  area  (41):  Provided ,  however, 
That  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  may  authorize  the  Re¬ 
gional  Agricultural  Credit  Corporation  to  reenter  an  area 
or  region  where  an  economic  emergency  or  production  disas¬ 
ter  has  occurred,  in  conformity  with  the  provisions  of  section 
201  (e)  of  the  Emergency  Relief  and  Construction  Act  of 
1032,  as  amended  (title  12,  V.  S.  C.  1148). 

Sec.  3.  Within  the  unit  limit  of  cost  fixed  by  law  the 
lump-sum  appropriations  made  for  the  Department  under 
this  title  shall  be  available  for  the  purchase  of  passenger 
motor  vehicles,  and  for  the  hire  of  such  vehicles,  necessary 
in  the  conduct  of  the  work  of  the  Department  outside  the 
District  of  Columbia,  but  the  number  of  such  vehicles  pur¬ 
chased  or  otherwise  acquired  for  all  the  activities  of  the 
Department  for  which  appropriations  are  made  under  such 
title  shall  not  exceed  the  total  number  indicated  for  purchase 
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by  the  Department  under  the  statements  of  proposed  expendi¬ 
tures  for  purchase  and  hire  of  passenger  motor  vehicles  in 
the  Budget. 

Sec.  4.  Provisions  of  law  prohibiting  or  restricting  the 
employment  of  aliens  shall  not  apply  to  (1)  the  temporary 
employment  of  translators  when  competent  citizen  translators 
are  not  available;  (2)  employment  in  cases  of  emergency 
of  persons  in  the  field  service  of  the  Department  for  periods 
of  not  more  than  sixty  days;  and  (3)  employment  under 
the  appropriation  for  the  Office  of  Foreign  Agricultural 
Delations. 

Sec.  5.  Appropriations  made  in  this  title  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  health  service  programs  as  authorized  by  law  (5 
U.  S.  C.  150). 

Sec.  6.  Appropriations  and  other  funds  available  to  the 
Department  during  the  current  fiscal  year  (except  those 
appropriated  or  authorized  in  title  II  of  this  Act  for  such 
fiscal  year)  shall  be  available  for  the  payment  of  claims  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  403  of  the  Federal  Tort  Claims  Act  (28 
U.  S.  C.  921). 

Sec.  7.  No  part  of  any  appropriation  contained  in  this 
title  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  salary  or  wages  of  any  person 
who  engages  in  a  strike  against  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  or  who  is  a  member  of  an  organization  of  Government 
employees  that  asserts  the  right  to  strike  against  the  Govern- 
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ment  of  the  United  States,  or  who  advocates,  or  is  a  member 
of  an  organization  that  advocates,  the  overthrow  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  by  force  or  violence:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  for  the  purposes  hereof  an  affidavit  shall  be  con¬ 
sidered  prima  facie  evidence  that  the  person  making  the 
affidavit  has  not  contrary  to  the  provisions  of  this  section 
engaged  in  a  strike  against  the  Government  of  the  United 
States,  is  not  a  member  of  an  organization  of  Government 
employees  that  asserts  the  right  to  strike  against  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  United  States,  or  that  such  person  does  not  ad- 
vocate,  and  is  not  a  member  of  an  organization  that  advocates, 
the  overthrow  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  by 
force  or  violence :  Provided  further,  That  such  administrative 
or  supervisory  employees  of  the  Department  as  may  be  desig¬ 
nated  for  the  purpose  by  the  Secretary  are  hereby  authorized 
to  administer  the  oaths  to  persons  making  affidavits  required 
by  this  section,  and  they  shall  charge  no  fee  for  so  doing: 
Provided  further,  That  any  person  who  engages  in  a  strike 
against  the  Government  of  the  United  States  or  who  is  a 
member  of  an  organization  of  Government  employees  that 
asserts  the  right  to  strike  against  the  Government  of  the 
United  States,  or  who  advocates,  or  who  is  a  member  of  an 
organization  that  advocates,  the  overthrow  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  United  States  by  force  or  violence  and  accepts 
employment  the  salary  or  wages  for  which  are  paid  from 
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any  appropriation  contained  in  this  title  shall  be  guilty  of  a 
felony  and,  upon  conviction,  shall  be  fined  not  more  than 
$1,000  or  imprisoned  for  not  more  than  one  year,  or  both: 
Provided  further,  That  the  above  penalty  clause  shall  be  in 
addition  to,  and  not  in  substitution  for,  any  other  provisions 
of  existing  law:  Provided  further,  That  nothing  in  this  sec¬ 
tion  shall  he  construed  to  require  an  affidavit  from  any  person 
employed  for  less  than  sixt}^  days  for  sudden  emergency  work 
involving  the  loss  of  human  life  or  destruction  of  property, 

and  payment  of  salary  or  wages  may  be  made  to  such  persons 
* 

from  applicable  appropriations  for  services  rendered  in  such 
emergency  without  execution  of  the  affidavit  contemplated  by 
this  section. 

Sec.  8.  Limitations  on  amoimts  to  be  expended  for  per¬ 
sonal  services  under  appropriations  in  this  Act  shall  not 
apply  to  lump-sum  leave  payments  pursuant  to  the  Act  of 
December  21,  1944  (5  U.  S.  O.  61b-e) . 

Sec.  9.  This  Act  may  be  cited  as  the  “Department  of 
Agriculture  Appropriation  Act,  1949”. 

TITLE  II— GOVERNMENT  CORPORATIONS 
Sec.  201.  The  following  sums  are  appropriated,  out 
of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated, 
for  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation  for  the  current 
fiscal  year,  namely: 
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ADMINISTRATION  OF  FEDERAL  CROP  INSURANCE  ACT 

Operating  expenses:  For  operating  and  administrative 
expenses,  $3,725,000,  including  not  to  exceed  $700  for 
newspapers  (42),  together  with  the  unobligated  balance  of 
the  appropriation  for  this  purpose  for  fiscal  year  1948  which 
shall  be  available  to  complete  the  orderly  liquidation  of  the 
1947  and  prior  crop  year  programs. 

Sec.  202.  The  following  corporations  are  hereby  author¬ 
ized  to  make  such  expenditures,  within  the  limits  of  funds 
and  borrowing  authority  available  to  each  such  corporation 
and  in  accord  with  law,  and  to  make  such  contracts  and  com¬ 
mitments  without  regard  to  fiscal  year  limitations  as  pro¬ 
vided  by  section  104  of  the  Government  Corporation  Control 
Act,  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the  programs  set 
forth  in  the  budget  for  the  current  fiscal  year  for  each  such 
corporation,  except  as  hereinafter  provided: 

ADMINISTRATIVE  EXPENSES,  COMMODITY  CREDIT 

CORPORATION 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation:  Nothing  in  this  Act 
shall  be  so  construed  as  to  prevent  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  from  carrying  out  any  activity  or  any  program 
authorized  by  law :  Provided,  That  not  to  exceed 
$7,575,000  shall  be  available  for  administrative  expenses 
of  the  Corporation,  including  not  to  exceed  $400  for 
periodicals,  maps,  and  newspapers :  Provided  further, 
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That  all  neccesary  expenses  (including  legal  and  special 
services  performed  on  a  contract  or  fee  basis,  but  not 
including  other  personal  services)  in  connection  with 
the  acquisition,  operation,  maintenance,  improvement,  or 
disposition  of  any  real  or  personal  property  belonging 
to  the  Corporation  or  in  which  it  has  an  interest,  includ¬ 
ing  expenses  of  collections  of  pledged  collateral,  shall  be 
considered  as  nonadministrative  expenses  for  the  purposes 
hereof. 

Sec.  203.  The  authorities,  restrictions,  and  prohibitions 
specified  under  the  head  “General  provisions”  in  the  Govern¬ 
ment  Corporations  Appropriations  Act,  1949,  shall  be  ap¬ 
plicable  to  title  II  of  this  Act. 

Passed  the  House  of  Representatives  March  18,  1948. 

Attest:  JOHN  ANDREWS, 

Clerk. 

Passed  the  Senate  with  amendments  May  25  (legisla¬ 
tive  day,  May  20) ,  1948. 

Attest:  CARL  A.  LOEEELER, 

Secretary. 
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CONGRESSIONAL  PROCEEDINGS 


'OF  INTEREST  TO  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
OFFICE  OF  BUDGET  MD  FINANCE  issued  May  27,  1942 

Division  of  Legislative  Reports  For  actions  of  May  26,  1942 


(For  Department  staff  only) 
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HIGHLIGHTS:  House  pn.sse®t)ilis  to  continue  trade-agreements  jJFogran  for  1  year  with 
amendments;  to  transfer  ^Slcohol  plants  to  USBA;  and  to  confcinuc  certain  allocation 
and  import— export  control^owers.  Rep.  Dirksen  a.sked  f^r  conference  on  agricultural 
appropriation  "bill  but  v/ithorew  request  when  Rom.  CmnaOmovcd  to  instruct  conferees 
to  agree  to  -A-CP  amendment.  H^use  commit  too  rcportcdjfriterior  appropriation  bill. 
Senate  cor.riittees  reported  revised  props rty-managerWht  bill  and' bill  to  continue 
certain  allocation  and  import— e^^rt  controls.  Son.  Wherry  discussed  Ills  protest  to 
to  USDA  on  export  of  wool  and  neauyscraps  from  I^fcico  in  view  of  foot-and-mouth  dis¬ 
ease  there.  \ 

HOUf 

!•  INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT  APPROPRIATION  BI13L  The  Appropriations  Committee  reported 
this  bill,  H.  R.  6705  (H.  Rept.  20jr)  Qc  6652). 

The  bill  includes  items  for  soiluCnd  moiVture  conservation  on  Interior  lands, 
Board  of  Geographic  Names,  Burd&u  of  Recl&aation,  Bonneville  Power  Administra¬ 
tion, _  Southwestern  Power  Administration,  Bureau  of  Land  Management Bureau  of 
Indian  Affairs,  National  PajPk  Service,  Pish  nWl.  Wildlife  Service,  Government 
in  the  territories,  etc,  provides  a  total  c£  $375,677,  591,  viiich  is  less 
than  the  1949  estimates^fcy  $24,293,244  but  more  v^an  the  1942  appropriations  by 
$112,276,532. 

Excerpts  from  the  jfronmittee  report; 

Indian  services.  ’’In  many  instances,  the  committee  icVcmvinced  that  the 
functions j$iich  the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs  is  attempting  to  carry  out  are 
overlapping  and  in  some  cases  in  conflict  with  programs  and  functions 
authorized  by  law  to  be  performed  bjv  other  bureaus  and  departments  of 
Govenfiment.  These  overlapping  activities  are  particularly  to^?c  noted  in 
thj^Tield  of  agriculture.  In  many  instances,  the  Extension  SeiNrice,  so  il¬ 
ls  ervat ion  work,  farm  agents,  and  others  in  the  localities  are'^Veady, 
filling, .  and  able  to  render  the  same  type  of  service  and  extend  thodr 
operations  to  the  Indians  in  that  area,  that  they  are  extending  to  oWicr 
citizens.  In  such  cases,  the  committee  believes  that  generally  there  iLs 
no  need  for  a  separate  representative  of  the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs  tc 
deal  with  the  Indians  solely.  In  other  instances,  in  the ■  natter  of  forest 


—  dr 


development','  protection,  o.nd' operations.,  .  the  connittec  docs  not  "be¬ 
lieve  that  there  is  'any  necessity  for  a  continued  operation  of  this^ 
function  and  the  handling  of  it  separately  "by  the  representatives  |ri 
the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs,  hut  that  these  activities  can  weiybc 
performed  hy,  and  -should  he  under  the  supervision  of,  the  Natijjfial 
\  Forest  Service*” 


R&Qlamat i o n,  ”ThG.  committee  desires  to  reemphasize  its  statement 
."informer  reports  .on 'the  hill,  that  the.  reclaiming  of  ar^cL  lands  hy 
the  construction  of. .reclariaii 6 h/ projects  is  .and  always>nas  .been  the 
prlmarykpurpo se  of  .the  rcoi.ana.tion  laws*  Development^ of  hydroelec¬ 
tric  oowto  is  incidental  -to  .  irrigation  and  is  made  jfe  a  means  of 
financially  aiding  and  .assisting  .  sucl.  undertaking^*  This  policy 
‘should  not  departed • from -without  specific  legislation  hy ' the 

Congress.” 

Grazing  service  nWhiIc '  it  is  the .  int  ention  of '  the  committee  that  a 
mo.dera.te  reductions  he  made  in  the  proposedr  inCi'ea-se  for 'grazing  ad¬ 
ministration,  the  committee  \tfishes  to  go/pn  record  as-’being  in 
.general  harmony  withNihe  program’ for  financing  this,  activity  as  set 
forth  in  the  formula  Tptaposed  hy  thejmrreau  of  Agriculture  Economics 
as  a  result  of  its  surve^t  of  the  Grazing  Service  and  as  set  ;forth 
in  the  justification  submitted  byvfrie  Bureau  of  Land  Management.  It 
is  the  opinion  of  the  conn^dee J^nat  the  formula  set  'forth  therein 
is  sound  and  reasonable  and  rkor  committee  feels  that  funds  should  he 
allocated  for.  this  work  in  aqg^ount  approaching  the  figure  proposed 
in  the  budget  estimate.” 


2.  TRADE  AGREEMENTS.  Passed,  23^—149,  j^-thout  amendment  H.  R.  6556  (pp*  6657~703)» 
This  hill  continues  the  reciprocal?  trade  agreemeS^s  program  until  June  30,  1949, 
hut  provides  for  a  study  hy  the  J? ariff  CommissionNjf  each  item  to  he  considered 
in  connection  with  such  an  agreement  and  requires  that,  if  the  rates  in  the 
tentative  agreement  are  not  wffthin  the  findings  of  tme  Commission,  the  President 
may  not  proclaim  the  new  ra)*€s  until  Congress  has  had  \6o-day  opportunity  to 
object  hy  concurrent  resolution.  Before  the  hill  was  considered,  the  resolu¬ 
tion  providing  for  its  consideration  was  agreed  to  hy  a  lW-l66  vote,  after  the 
vote  on  the  resolutionynad  heen  ordered  by  a  212-156  vote  (pp*  66b3~4) * •  Just 
before  passage  of  th^hill,  rejected,  168-211,  a  motion  hy  Rqo.  Doughton,  N.  C., 
to  recommit  the  hill/' with  instructions  that  the  Ways  and  Means^Dommittee  report 
it  hack  with  a  provision  for  continuing  the  present  program  for  x  years  without 
change  (p3  6702)rf 

3.  ALLOCATIONS;  FOREIGN  TRADE.  Passed  without'  amendment  H.  R.  6659,  whic&  continues 

through  February  1949  the  import  controls  over  fats  and  oils,  rice  and  Nits  pro- 
duetd,  nitrogenous  fertilizer,  and  pig  tin;  and  priorities  power  under  captain 
conditions  where  prompt  exoort  of  materials  is  in  the  national  interest  (j 

.  6657). > 


me 


4,  ALCOHOL  PLANTS.  Passed  with  amendments  H.  R.  6096,  to  transf cr  ,-t‘o  this  Depart 
u  the  alcohol  plants  at  Muscatine,  Kansas  City,  and  Omaha  (pp?>  67l3—4) *  In 
Idition  to  the  committee  amendments,  agreed  to  an  amendment  by  RepV'Eope  to 
''permit  the  use  of  other  tTSDA  funds  for  expenses  necessary  in  connection  with 


5.  AGRICULTURAL  APPROPRIATION 'BILL.  .Hep#  Dirlesen  asked  that  the  House  disagree  to 
the  Senate  amendments  td  this  bills  H.  R0  5S83,  and  ask  for  a  conference.  Rep* 


Cannon  offered  a  motion  to  instruct  the  House  conferees  to  agree  in  conference 
to  the  Senate  amendment  which  would  authorize  a  I9U9  -AGP  of  $300,000,000.  Hep, 
Dirk  sen  then  withdrew  his  request*  Hep*  Cannon  objected  to  withdrawal  of  the 
request,  but  the  Speaker  ruled  that  this  objection  came  too.  late.  (p.  67.03*) 
Later  the  Speaker  announced  that  he  had  assured  members  nothing  controversial 
would  be  brought  up  during  the  balance  of  the  day  (p.  6712)  * 


FOREST  LAUDS.  Concurred  in  the  Senate  amendment  to  H.  R.  3785*  authorize 
^inn.  to  condemn  certain  U*  S.  lands,  including  some  in  the  Chippewa  National 
>rest,  for  fish  propagation  (p.  6653)*  This  bill  will  now  bo  sent  to  the 

rl  z*'.  4* 


President, 


HECT, 
cations 


ION*  Agreed  to  the  Senate  amendment  to  H.  H.  3731*  authorising  mo difi- 
in  the  repayment  contracts  with  the  lower  Yellowstone  irrigation  dis¬ 


tricts  rVnd  2  (p. .  6653) .  This  bill  will  now  be  sent  to  the  President. 


8*  FLOOD  CONTROll  Hep.  Brooks,  La.,  spoke  in  support  of  flood  a^ntrol  (pp. 671^-6)* 


HOUSING.  Hep.  Bltohanan,  Pa.,  spoke  in  favor  of  the  T-E-VLmousi ng  bill,  S.  866, 
and  expressed  a  mtear  that  the  Banking  and  Currency  Comgj&ttee  will  take  no 
action  on  it  (pp.  Stfl6-9)* 


.0.  EDUCATION.  Heceived  aXetter  from  the  President  expressing  a  hope  that  the  Hous 
will  take  favorable  action  at  this  session  on  legislation  providing  Federal  aic! 
for  education  (H.  Doc.  6^0;  Education  and  Ifebor  Committee  (p.  6721). 


-1. 


SURPLUS  PROPERTY;  APPBDPRIATlMS.  Received  from  the  President -a  supplemental 
appropriation  estimate  of  $19/^55*000  forJcare,  handling,  and  disposal  of  sur¬ 
plus  property  abroad  (H.  Doc.  6^0;  to  Appropriations  Committee  (p.  6721) . 


L2.  PROPERTY  MANAGEMENT;  SURPLUS  PROPERTY.  ’Vhe  Expenditures  in  the  Executive  Depart 
ments  Committee  reported’ an  original  bill,  S.  2754,  to • reorganize  and  simplify 
the  procurement,  utilization,  jmd.  disposaa^of  Government  property  (-S.Hept.l4l3) 
(p.  6613). 


EMERGENCY  POWERS.  The  Paring  and  Currency  conMttce  reported  with  amendments 
S.  2746,  to  continue  foj/a  temporary  period  certain  powers,  authority,  and  dis¬ 
cretion  conferred  on  tj^c  President  by  the  Second  Decontrol  Act  of  1947  (S.Rept. 
1407  (p.  6613).  ThcjSaily  Digest"  states  that  the  lill  as  reported  "Would 
change  the  date  ofi&pi  ration  to  June  30.  1949*  and  restore  to  control  cinch  on- 
bark  and  quinidin$  also  it  would  effect  importation  of\;,f ertilizer "  (p.  D54o). 
The  present  povj^ts  under  the  Second  Decontrol  Act  expirewiy  31*  1948. 


.4.  FOOT- AND-MOUTjC’ DISEASE.  Sen.  Wherrv,  Nebr.,  discussed  the  potest  he  had  made 
to  the  Department  concerning  the  proposed  export  from  Mexico’  $£  wool  end  neat 
view  of  the  foot-and-mouth  disease  outbreak  -in  Mexicly  and  referred 
tg^egrrn  he  had  received  from  Richard  Kleberg,  Kings  Ranch,  Tex.  (pp. 


scraps, 
to 

6638- 


w  .  X  .  . 

LACED  PERSONS*  Continued  debate  on  S.  2242,  to  authorize  aduis  sion  %ithm  2 

(Cars  of  100,000  displaced  persons  for  permanent  residence  in  the  U.S.  (?p. 

^608-12,  6615-22).  ’  ’  ;  ’  \ 


RECIAMAT ION.  The  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee  reported  without  amend¬ 
ment  H.R.  4954,  to  authorize  the  construction,  operation,  and  maintenance  unde? 


BILES  I NERO DICED 


\  Federal  reclamation  laws  of  the  Kennewick  division  of  the  ^akima  project,  lias 
‘\  '(S.Rept.  l4o4)  (p.  6613). 


17.  l\nDS.  The  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee  reported,  without  amendment 
'E$e..  36gO,  to  an eiid  the  Hawaiian -Hones  Connie sion  Act  (S.Rept.  l4o3)  and/H.R. 
609^4,  to  withdraw  certain  land  as  available  land  within  the. meaning  ofVtne 
Hawaiian  Hones  Conmission  Act  and  restore  it  to  its  previous  status  umcr  thei 
contra^,  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  (S.Rept.  l4o6)  (p.  6 613 ) • 


lg.  NATIONAL  SUBTENSE.  The  Armed  Services  Committee  reported  with,  amejfoonts  S .  25pU, 
to  promo teSfche  con.no n  defense  by  providing  for  the  retention  anjjr  naintc nance  oi 
a  national  reserve  of  industrial  productive  capacity  ( S.Rept #1^09 )  (p*  6612).  . 


19.  KIRGIH,  ISLANDS. VTho  Interior  and  Insular  •  Affairs  Commit teejfcportcd  with  axi emi¬ 
nent  s  S.  1183,  tby incorporate  the  "Virgin  Islands  Corporation  (S.Rept.  l4l0)  (p. 

66l3)» 


20.  TRANSPORTATION.  Agreed  to  vote  at  3:30  p.n.  on  Fri.Vjfay  28,  on  the  conference 
report  on  S.  110',  to  ru^gnd  the  .Interstate  Commerce  jfc t  with  respect  to  certain 
rate  agreements; between\arri'ers  (pp.  -  6622-4) . 


21.  COMMITTEES.  Sen.  Chavez,  NSKpx. ,  was  excused  fr/n  further  service  on  the  Post 
Office  and  Civil.  Service  ConMttco  ancl  assigned  to  the  Appropriations  Committee 
and  Sen.  'Stfennis,  Miss.,  was  Assigned  to-  thq/Post  Office  and  Civil'  Service  Com¬ 
mittee  (p-  66l2). 


22.  PERSONNEL.  The  '"Daily  Digest"  states  theft  a  subcommittee-  of.  -the  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service  Committee  announced  tlWt/S.  2-279,-  to  provide  retroactive  "benefits 
to  Federal  employees  -involuntar ily  .sJj^irated  between  1945  and.  19^7 »  v?ould  be 
reported  to  the  full  committee  at  rj?s  5^xt  meeting  (p.  D54l). 


23.  EMERGENCY  POWERS.  S.  2746,  bv/£Gn.  Maybahk,  aLC.,  to  continue  for  "a  temporary 
period  certain  powers,  authority,  g.nd  discretion  conferred  on  the  President  by 
the  Second  Decontrol  Act  0^1947.  To  Barking  afl£  Currency  Committee,  (p.6613. 
See  also  item  13* • 


24.  MINERALS.  S.  2756,  byj^en.  Malone,  Nev.  (for  himsclr^nnd  others) to  stimulate 
the  production  and  conservation  of  strategic  and  critical  ores,  metals,  and 
minerals  in  the  interest  of  national,  defense  and  for  establishment  within 
the  Interior  ^opej^nent  of  a  Mine  Incentive  Payments  Division.  To  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs  Committee,  -(p.  6  6l 3  • )  Remarks-  of  auth 0 r\p »  6539-^H ) . 
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FLOOD  CONTROL^f  H.R.  67OS,  by  Rep.  Lemke,  N.Dak.,  author  i zing  ifcke  construction 
of  flood-control  work  on  the  Red  Ri.ver  of  the  North,  Minn.,  arVlT.Dak.  To 
Public  Worjlls  Committee.  (p.  6722.) 

H.Ry'6713,  by  Rep.  Hagen,  Minn.,  to  authorize  a  further  preliminary  cxar.i- 
•inatio^and  a  new  survey  of  the  Spring  ,Cr  >ek,  North  and  South  Branches ,  wh ich 
flows  Into  the  Marsh  River,  a  tributary  of  the  Red  River-  of  the  No rtS*  Norman 
County,  Minn.,  for  flood  control,  for  run-off  and  water-flow  retardation,  and 
soil-erosion  prevention.  To  Public  Works  Committee,  (r.  6722.) 

Jr 

26.  RECLAMATION.  K.R.  6717*  Hy  Rep.  Harless,  Ariz. ,  to  authorize  the  reimbursement 
/  of  the  reclamation  fund  for  the  cost  of  the  construction  and  certain  costs 
f  operation  and  maintenance  of  the  Colo.  River  front  work  and  lovee- system  adjnl 
cent  to  the  Yuma  Federal  irrigation  project,  Ariz.  and  Calif.  To  Public  Lands 
Committee,  (p.  6722.) 
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Jeeves 
ch 

RiSfalman 
Rizle 
Rock^ll 
Rogers, 
Rohrbou) 

Ross 
Russell 
Sadlak 
St.  George 
Sanborn 
Sarbaeher 
Sehwabe,  Mo. 
Schwabe,  Okla. 
Scoblick 
Scott,  Hardle 
Scott, 

Hugh  D.,  Jr. 


Scrivner 

Twyman 

Seely-Brown 

Vail 

Shafer 

Van  Zandt 

Simpson,  Ill. 

Vorys 

Simpson,  Pa. 

Vursell 

Smith,  Kans. 

Wadsworth 

Smith,  Wis. 

Welch 

Snyder 

Whitten 

Stefan 

Wigglesworth 

Stevenson 

Wilson,  Ind. 

Stockman 

Winstead 

Stratton 

Wolcott 

Stuidstrom 

Wolverton 

Taber 

Woodruff 

Tal!\ 

Youngblood 

Taylor 
Tibbott' 
Tollefson\ 
Towe 
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Abbitt 

Flannagan 

\Morgan 

Abernethy 

Fogarty 

nlorris 

Albert 

Folger 

Mtodter 

Allen,  La. 

Forand 

MirSdock 

Andrews,  Ala. 

Garmatz 

Murray,  Tenn, 

Barden 

Gary 

Norrell^ 

Bates,  Ky. 

Gordon 

Norton X 

Battle 

Gore 

O’Brien  \ 

Beckworth 

Gorski 

O’Konski  \ 

Blatnik 

Grant,  Ala. 

O’Toole  \ 

Bloom 

Gregory 

Pace 

Boggs,  La. 

Hardy 

Patman 

Bonner 

Harless,  Ariz. 

Peden 

Boykin 

Harris 

Peterson 

Brooks 

Harrison 

Pickett 

Brown,  Ga. 

Hart 

Poage 

Bryson 

Havenner 

Powell 

Buchanan 

Hays 

Preston 

Buckley 

Hedrick 

Price,  Fla. 

Burleson 

Hendricks 

Price,  Ill. 

Byrne,  N.  Y. 

Hobbs 

Priest 

Camp 

Huber 

Rains 

Cannon 

Hull 

Rankin 

Carroll 

Isacson 

Redden 

Celler 

Jackson,  Wash. 

Regan 

Chapman 

Jarman 

Richards 

Chelf 

Jones,  Ala. 

Rogers,  Fla. 

Clark 

Karsten,  Mo. 

Rooney 

Colmer 

Kee 

Sabath 

Combs 

Kelley 

Sadowski 

Cooley 

Kennedy 

Sasscer 

Cooper 

Keogh 

Sikes 

Courtney 

Kerr 

Smathers 

Cox 

Kirwan 

Smith,  Ohio 

Cravens 

Klein 

Smith,  Va. 

Crosser 

Lanham 

Spence 

Davis,  Ga. 

Lemke 

Stanley 

Davis,  Tenn. 

Lesinski 

Teague 

Deane 

Lucas 

Thomas,  Tex. 

Delaney 

Ludlow 

Thompson 

Dingell 

Lynch 

Trimble 

Dorn 

McCormack 

Vinson 

Doughton 

McMillan,  S.  C. 

Walter 

Douglas 

Madden 

Weichel 

Durham 

Mahon 

Wheeler 

Eberharter 

Manasco 

Whitaker 

Evins 

Mansfield 

Whittington 

Fallon 

Marcantonio 

Wood 

Feighan 

Mills 

Worley 

Fernandez 

Monroney 

ANSWERING  “PRESENT”— 1 
Halleck 

NOT  VOTING — 47 


Anderson,  Calif 
Bell 

Bulwinkle 
Clippinger 
Cotton 
Dawson,  Ill. 
Dolliver 
Engle,  Calif. 
Gamble 
Gwinn,  N.  Y. 
Gwynne,  Iowa 
Hartley 
Heffernan 
Holifleld 
Johnson,  Okla. 
Johnson,  Tex. 


Jones,  N.  C. 
Kefauver 
Kersten,  Wis. 
Kilday 
King 
Landis 
Lane 
Lusk 
Lyle 
Meade^Ky. 
Millevr  Calif . 
Morrison 
M«Sdt 

irray,  Wis. 
’Hara 
Owens 


Pfeifl 
Potter 
fyburn 
liley 
livers 
Robertson 
Sheppard 
Short 

Smith,  Maine 

Somers 

Stigler 

Thomas,  N.  J. 
West 
Williams 
Wilson,  Tex. 


So  the  Jjill  was  passed. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following 
pairs  :j 

Op- this  vote: 

(.  Halleck  for,  with  Mr.  Rayburn  against. 
Mr.  Lyle  for,  with  Mr.  Pfeifer  against. 

Mrs.  Smith  of  Maine  for,  with  Mr.  Kefauver 
against. 


Mr.  Gwynne  of  Iowa  for,  with  Mrs.  Lusk 
against. 

Mr.  Wilson  of  Texas  for,  with  Mr.  Somers 
against. 

Mr.  Gwinn  of  New  York  for,  with  Mr.  Hef¬ 
fernan  against. 

Mr.  Cotton  for,  with  Mr.  Dawson  of  Illinois 
against. 

Mr.  Potter  for,  with  Mr.  Holifleld  against. 

Mr.  Gamble  for,  with  Mr.  Rivers  against. 

Mr.  Williams  for,  with  Mr.  Riley  against. 

Mr.  Anderson  of  California  for,  with  Mr. 
Stigler  against. 

Mr.  Dolliver  for,  with  Mr.  King  against. 

Mr.  Thomas  of  New  Jersey  for,  with  Mr. 
Jones  of  North  Carolina  against. 

Mr.  Murray  of  Wisconsin  for,  with  Mr.  Mor¬ 
rison  against. 

Mr.  O'Hara  for,  with  Mr.  Sheppard  against. 

Mr.  Short  for,  with  Mr.  Miller  Of  California 
against. 

Additional  general  pairs: 

Mr.  Hartley  with  Mr.  Lane. 

Mr.  Clippinger  with  Mr.  Kilday. 

Mr.  Mundt  with  Mr.  West. 

Mr.  Meade  of  Kentucky  with  Mr.  Engle  of 
California. 

Mr.  Landis  with  Mr.  Bell. 

Mr.  Owens  with  Mr.  Johnson  of  Texas. 

Mr.  Kersten  of  Wisconsin  with  Mr.  Bulr 
ikle. 

Brooks  changed  his  vote  from 
•yea’\to  “nay.’ 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker/on  this 
vote  I  nave  a  pair  with  the  gentleman 
from  Tex^s,  Mr.  Rayburn,  .Who  is  un¬ 
avoidably  attained.  I  voted  “yea.”  I 
understand  imhe  gentleman  from  Texas 
had  been  presort  he  wbuld  have  voted 
“nay.”  I  therefore  withdraw  my  vote 
and  vote  “present^ 

The  result  of  thg 
as  above  recorder 

A  motion  to  r/consic 
table. 

GENERAL  L^AVE  TO  EXTEUlD  REMARKS 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Spea^ur,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  "’Members 
may  hjtfve  five  legislative  days  in  Much  to 
exteara  their  own  remarks  on  the  bill 
ju  §/r passed. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objectiohuo 
le  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ter 
nessee? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  Fri¬ 
day  we  are  going  to  bring  up  the  tax- 
revision  bill.  For  the  information  of  the 
House,  I  desire  to  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  to  insert  in  the  Record  a  synopsis 
of  the  measure,  which  contains  150 
pages. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection,  it 
is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

[The  matter  referred  to  appears  in  the 
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tote  was  announced 
was  laid  on  the 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE  APPRO¬ 
PRIATION  BILL,  1949 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker’s  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  5883)  mak¬ 
ing  appropriations  for  the  Department 
of  Agriculture,  exclusive  of  the  Farm 
Credit  Administration,  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1949,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses,  with  Senate  amendments,  disagree 


to  the  Senate  amendments,  and  agree 
to  the  conference. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi¬ 
nois? 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a 
motion,  which  I  send  to  the  desk. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  motion. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Cannon  moves  to  instruct  the  mana¬ 
gers  on  the  part  of  the  House  to  agree  in 
conference  to  Senate  amendment  No.  33 - 


Mr.  Speaker,  I  with- 
The  gentleman  from 


Mr.  DIRKSEN. 
draw  my  request. 

The  SPEAKER. 

Michigan - 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  object 
to  the  withdrawal  of  the  motion. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman’s  ob¬ 
jection  comes  too  late.  The  Chair  had 
already  recognized  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  Woodruff.] 

BjjlJBMBiOH  OPvRBMftHiHii'  . 

Mr.  WOODRUFF.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  my  colleague, 
the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Ben¬ 
nett!  may  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mich¬ 
igan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

[The  matter  referred  to  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 

Mr.  WOODRUFF.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  leave  of  absence 
be  granted  to  the  gentleman  from  Michi¬ 
gan  [Mr.  Bennett]  for  4  days,  to  attend 
the  funeral  of  a  relative. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mich¬ 
igan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
SYSTEM 

Mr.  WOLVERTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker’s  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  6407)  to 
lcourage  the  development  of  an  inter- 
itional  air-transportation  system 
adSoted  to  the  needs  of  the  foreign  com¬ 
merce  of  the  United  States,  of  the  postal 
servicekand  of  the  national  defense,  and 
for  othet  purposes,  with  Senate  amend¬ 
ments,  disagree  to  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ments,  and  agree  to  the  conference 
asked  by  th&Senate. 

The  Clerk  re$id  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER,  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  th&jjentleman  from  New 
Jersey?  [After  axpause.l  The  Chair 
hears  none  and  appbints  the  following 
conferees:  Messrs.  Wolverton,  Hinshaw, 
Leonard  W.  Hall,  Lea,  Efc^d  Priest. 
FURTHER  MESSAGE  FROM-, THE  SENATE 

A  further  message  from  the  Senate, 
by  Mr.  Carrell,  one  of  its  clerks,  an¬ 
nounced  that  the  Senate  agrees  to  the 
report  of  the  committee  of  conference  on 
the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses 
on  the  amendments  of  the  House  to  the 
bill  (S.  1641)  entitled  “An  act  to  estab¬ 
lish  the  Women’s  Army  Corps  in  the 
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Regular  Army,  to  authorize  the  enlist¬ 
ment  and  appointment  of  women  in  the 
Regular  Navy  and  Marine  Corps  and  the 
Naval  and  Marine  Corps  Reserve,  and 
for  other  purposes.” 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  disagrees  to  the  amendments  of 
the  House  to  the  foregoing  bill,  agrees  to 
the  conference  asked  by  the  House  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses 
thereon,  and  appoints  Mr.  Gurney,  Mr. 
Baldwin,  Mr.  Saltonstall,  Mr.  Typings, 
and  Mr.  Hill  to  be  the  conferees  on  the 
part  of  the  Senate. 

WOMEN’S  CORPS  IN  THE  ARMED 
SERVICES 

Mr.  SHAPER  filed  the  following  con¬ 
ference  report  and  statement  on  the 
bill  (S.  1641)  to  establish  the  Women’s 
Army  Corps  in  the  Regular  Army,  to  au¬ 
thorize  the  enlistment  and  appointment 
of  women  in  the  Regular  Navy  and  Ma¬ 
rine  Corps  and  the  Naval  and  Matine 
Corps  Reserve,  and  for  other  purposes,: 

Conference  Report 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  House  to  the  bill  (S.  1641) 
to  establish  the  Women’s  Army  Corps  in 
the  Regular  Army,  to  authorize  the  enlist¬ 
ment  and  appointment  of  women  in  the 
Regular  Navy  and  Marine  Corps  and  the 
Naval  and  Marine  Corps  Reserve,  and  for 
other  purposes,  having  met,  after  full  and 
free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend 
and  do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses 
as  follows : 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  amend¬ 
ments  numbered  3,  4,  7,  13,  14,  21,  22,  23, 
24,  25,  and  26. 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendments  of  the  House  num¬ 
bered  6,  8,  9,  10,  15,  16,  17,  18,  and  19,  and 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  1:  That  the  Senate 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  House  numbered  1,  and  agree  to 
the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  to  be  inserted 
by  the  House  amendment  insert  the  follow¬ 
ing:  “Integration  Act  of  1948”;  and  the 
House  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  2:  That  the  Senate 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  House  numbered  2,  and  agree  to 
the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  to  be  stricken 
by  the  House  amendment  insert  the  fo] 
lowing : 

“ARMY 

“Sec  101.  Effective  the  date  of  enacjfoent 
of  this  title,  there  is  established  in  th/Regu- 
lar  Army  a  Women’s  Army  Corps,  wl^ch  shall 
t  perform  such  services  as  may  be  prescribed 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army.’tf 

"Sec.  102.  The  authorized  commissioned, 
warrant,  and  enlisted  strength^  of  the  Wom¬ 
en’s  Army  Corps  of  the  Regular  Army  shall 
from  time  to  time,  be  determined  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Army,,/while  the  author¬ 
ized  commissioned,  warrant,  and  enlisted 
strengths  of  the  Regular  Army,  but  shall  not 
exceed  2  per  centum  of  such  authorized  Reg¬ 
ular  Army  strengths,  respectively:  Provided, 
That  for  a  period  of  two  years  immediately 
following  the  date  of  this  Act,  the  actual 
number  of  regular  personnel  in  the  Wom¬ 
en  s  Army  Corps  of  the  Regular  Army  shall 
at  no  time  exceed  five  hundred  commissioned 
officers,  seventy-five  warrant  officers  and 
seven  thousand,  five  hundred  enlisted  women, 
and  such  number  of  commissioned  officers 
shall  be  appointed  in  increments  of  not  to 
exceed  40  per  centum,  20  per  centum,  20  per 
centum,  and  20  per  centum  at  approximately 
equally  spaced  intervals  of  time  during  the 
said  period  of  two  years. 


“Sec.  103.  (a)  Prom  the  officers  perma¬ 
nently  commissioned  in  the  Women’s  Army 
Corps,  Regular  Army,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army  shall  select  to  serve  during  his  pleas¬ 
ure,  but  normally  not  to  exceed  four  years, 
one  officer  to  be  Director  of  the  Women’s 
Army  Corps  who  shall  be  adviser  to  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Army  on  Women’s  Army  Corps 
matters,  and  who,  without  vacation  of  her 
permanent  grade,  shall  have  the  temporary 
rank,  pay,  and  allowances  of  a  colonel  while 
so  serving;  one  officer  to  be  Deputy  Director 
thereof,  who,  if  permanently  commissioned 
in  a  lower  grade,  shall,  without  vacation  of 
her  permanent  grade,  have  the  temporary 
rank,  pay,  and  allowances  of  a  lieutenant 
colonel  while  so  serving;  and  from  among 
officers  of  the  Women’s  Army  Corps  (includ¬ 
ing  Women’s  Army  Corps  officers  of  the  Army 
-  of  the  United  States  or  any  component  there¬ 
of  serving  on  extended  active  duty)  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Army  shall  select  to  serve  dur¬ 
ing  his  pleasure  such  number  of  officers  as 
he  may  determine  necessary  to  fill  positions 
designated  by  him  in  the  administration  and 
training  of  the  Women’s  Army  Corps,  who,  if 
permanently  commissioned  in  a  lower  grade, , 
shall,  without  vacation  of  permanent  grade, 
have  the  temporary  rank,  pay,  and  allowances 
of  lieutenant  colonel  or  major  while  so  serv¬ 
ing,  as  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  may  de¬ 
termine:  Provided,  That  after  July  1,  195?ff 
smsh  officers  shall  be  selected  from  among 
contoissioned  officers  in  the  permanent 
grades  of  lieutenant  colonel  or  major,  Except 
the  Director  and  Deputy  Director  who  shall 
be  selected  from  among  officers  in  the  perma¬ 
nent  grade  of  lieutenant  colonel;/ And  pro¬ 
vided  furth'er,  That  prior  to  JulyA,  1952,  the 
Secretary  of  'the  Army  may  extend  that  date 
one  time  unth,  such  later  ddte  as  he  may 
select  for  that  jmrpose  bujy  such  later  date 
shall  not  be  later^han  July  1,  1956. 

“(b)  Unless  entitled  toThigher  retired  rank 
or  pay  under  any  provision  of  law,  each  such 
commissioned  officer /too  shall  have  served 
for  two  and  one-lynf  years  as  Director  or 
Deputy  Director  oj/uch  Corps  may  upon  re-^ 
tirement  at  the  discretion  mf  the  President 
be  retired  witlyKhe  rank  helcfehy  her  while  so 
serving,  and  with  retired  pay  at  the  rate  pre¬ 
scribed  by  law  computed  on  th&ffiasis  of  the 
base  and  Longevity  pay  which  sfih  would  re¬ 
ceive  if  ^Serving  on  active  duty  with  such 
rank,  and  if  thereafter  recalled  ^  active 
servic^shall  be  recalled  in  such  rank.y 

fc.  104.  (a)  Commissioned  office}^  of 
thsr  Women’s  Army  Corps  of  the  Regular 
ftny  shall  be  appointed  by  the  Preside^, 
5y  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the,, 
’Senate,  from  female  citizens  of  the  United 
States  who  have  attained  the  age  of  twenty- 
one  years  and  who  possess  such  qualifications 
as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army. 

“(b)  Except  as  modified  or  otherwise  pro¬ 
vided  by  express  provisions  of  law,  original 
appointments  of  officers  in  the  Women’s 
Army  Corps  of  the  Regular  Army  shall  be 
made  from  among  qualified  female  persons  in 
the  manner  now  or  hereafter  prescribed  by 
law  for  appointment  of  male  persons  in  the 
Regular  Army  except  as  may  be  necessary  to 
adapt  said  provisions  to  the  Women’s  Army 
Corps  of  the  Regular  Army. 

“(c)  Officers  shall  be  permanently  commis¬ 
sioned  in  the  Women’s  Army  Corps  of  the 
Regular  Army  in  grades  from  second  lieuten¬ 
ant  to  lieutenant  colonel,  inclusive.  The  au¬ 
thorized  number  in  permanent  grade  of  lieu¬ 
tenant  colonel  shall  be  such  as  the  Secretary 
of  the  Army  shall  from  time  to  time  deter¬ 
mine  but  shall  not  exceed  10  per  centum  of 
the  total  authorized  commissioned  strength 
of  such  corps. 

“(d)  Title  V  of  the  Officer  Personnel  Act  of 
1947  (Public  Law  381,  Eightieth  Congress, 
approved  August  7,  1947)  is  amended  as 
follows: 

“(1)  Subsection  502  (c)  of  said  Act  is 
amended  by  inserting  in  the  first  sentence 
thereof  immediately  after  the  words  ’as  chap¬ 


lains,’  the  additional  words  ‘in  the  Women’s 
Army  Corps,’,  and  by  inserting  in  the  second 
sentence  thereof  immediately  after  the  words 
‘the  Medical  Department,’  the  additional 
words  ‘the  Women’s  Army  Corps,’.  / 

“(2)  Subsection  502  (d)  of  sakf  Act  is 
amended  by  inserting  immediately  after  the 
words  ‘of  the  chaplains  of  the  Regular  Army;’ 
the  additional  words  ‘of  the  'VJPomen’s  Army 
Corps  of  the  Regular  Army;y 

“(3)  Subsection  505  (bb/of  said  Act  is 
amended  by  inserting  immediately  after  the 
first  proviso  contained /in  paragraph  (1) 
thereof  the  following  additional  proviso :  ‘Pro¬ 
vided  further,  That  jih  the  Women’s  Army 
Corps  promotion  lisVthere  shall  be  no  officers 
in  the  permanentygrade  of  colonel  and  the 
authorized  number  in  the  permanent  grade 
of  lieutenant  colonel  shall  not  exceed  10  per 
centum  of  the’ total  strength  authorized  for 
that  promotion  list  but  the  percentages  not 
authorized/ii  these  grades  by  virtue  of  this 
proviso  shall  be  allotted  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Army  to  grades  below  lieutenant  colonel 
in  sueff  promotion  list:’. 

‘‘(ff  Subsection  505  (c)  of  said  Act  is 
amended  by  inserting  in  paragraph  (1)  there¬ 
of’ immediately  after  the  words  ‘Air  Corps,’ 
le  additional  words  ‘the  Women’s  Army 
‘Corps,’,  and  by  inserting  the  following  addi¬ 
tional  paragraph  at  the  end  of  said  subsec¬ 
tion: 

“  ‘(8)  The  Women’s  Army  Corps  promotion 
list  shall  contain  the  names  of  all  promotion- 
list,  officers  of  the  Women’s  Army  Corps.’ 

“(5)  Subsection  507  (a)  of  said  Act  is 
amended  by  changing  the  period  at  the  end 
of  paragraph  (4)  thereof  to  a  colon  and  in¬ 
serting  after  such  colon  the  following  proviso: 
‘Provided,  That  any  selection  board  convened 
to  consider  and  recommend  officers  of  the 
Women’s  Army  Corps  of  the  Regular  Army 
for  promotion  to  any  grade  may  contain 
officers  of  the  Women’s  Army  Corps  of  the 
Regular  Army  in  any  grade  above  that  of 
major  either  in  the  Women’s  Army  Corps  of 
the  Regular  Army  or  under  temporary  ap¬ 
pointment  in  the  Army  of  the  United  States.’ 

"(6)  Subsection  509  (a)  of  said  Act  is 
amended  by  changing  the  period  at  the  end 
of  said  subsection  to  a  colon  and  inserting 
after  such  colon  the  following  additional 
words:  ‘Provided,  That  the  provisions  of  this 
section  shall  not  apply  to  promotion  of  of¬ 
ficers  of  the  Women’s  Army  Corps  of  the 
Regular  Army  to  the  grade  of  lieutenant 
colonel.’ 

“(7)  Said  Act  is  amended  by  inserting  be¬ 
tween  sections  509  and  510  the  following  new 
section : 

“  ‘women’s  army  corps  promotion-list  offi¬ 
cers — promotion  to  grade  of  lieutenant 

COLONEL 

L’Sec.  509A.  Women’s  Army  Corps  promo- 
tionUist  officers  shall  be  promoted  to  and 
appomted  in  the  permanent  grade  of  lieu- 
tenanveolonel  in  the  Regular  Army  only  when 
a  vacancV  exists  in  the  number  of  lieutenant 
colonels  authorized  for  that  promotion  list. 
Such  officerkshall  be  appointed  in  that  grade 
only  when  sheeted  and  recommended  for 
that  grade  by\  selection  board  under  regu¬ 
lations  prescribb^  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army.’ 

“(8)  Subsection^  14  (b)  of  said  Act  is 
amended  by  renumbaung  paragraphs  (2)  and 
(3)  thereof  so  that  they  will  appear  as  para¬ 
graphs  (3)  and  (4)  thereof,  respectively,  and 
inserting  immediately  before  such  para¬ 
graphs  the  following  new  paragraph: 

“‘(2)  for  any  officer  appointed  in  the 
Women’s  Army  Corps  of  the 'Regular  Army 
under  the  provisions  of  section.  108  of  title 
I  of  the  Women’s  Armed  Services  Integra¬ 
tion  Act  of  1948,  the  period  of  service  credited 
to  such  officer  at  time  of  her  appointment 
under  the  provisions  of  subsection  \b)  of 
such  section,  increased  by  the  period  6$  her 
active  commissioned  service  in  the  Regular 
Army  subsequent  to  such  appointment;  ’. 

"(9)  Subsection  514  (d)  of  said  Act  is 
amended  by  changing  the  period  at  the  end 
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"While  so  serving.  Title  II  provides  such  re¬ 
tirement  for  the  woman  Navy  officer  of  com¬ 
parable  status,  as  originally  passed  by  the 
Senate. 

The  conferees  further  agreed  to  restrict 
the  size  Of  the  Corps  by  a  proviso  that,  during 
the  period  of  two  years  immediately  following 
passage  of  the  proposed  legislation,  the  actual 
number  of  Women’s  Army  Corps  personnel 
of  the  Regular' Army  shall  at  no  time  exceed 
500  officers,  75  warrant  officers  and  7500  en¬ 
listed  women;  andthat  the  500  commissioned 
officers  shall  be  appointed  in  increments  of 
40  percent,  20  percent,  20  percent  and  20 
percent  at  approximately  equally  spaced  in¬ 
tervals  of  time  during  the  two  years  immedi¬ 
ately  following  enactment  of  the  proposed 
legislation. 

The  conferees  agreed  to  th&JIouse  amend¬ 
ment  number  11  with  a  provision  that  it  be 
renumbered.  This  amendment\  inserts  in 
the  bill  a  new  section  110  which  pmyides  that 
the  existing  Women’s  Army  Corps  l§w  will  be 
continued  in  effect  for  one  year  afte\enact- 
ment  of  this  bill.  This  is  necessitated  by 
enactment  of  Public  Law  239,  80th  Con¬ 
gress,  which  repealed,  as  of  July  1,  1948,  the 
present  Women’s  Army  Corps  law.  TMfc 
amendment  will  permit  the  Army  to  use  the ' 
present  organization  as  an  administrative 
vehicle  for  carrying  personnel  pending  en¬ 
listment  or  appointment  in  the  Women’s 
Army  Corps  of  -the  Regular  Army  or  in  the 
Organized  Reserve  Corps. 

Amendment  number  12  struck  out  from 
the  Senate  bill  all  of  sections  201  through 
211.  The  sections  stricken  by  the  House 
air  mdment  pertain  to  the  enlistment  and 
appointment  of  women  in  the  Regular  Navy. 

S.  1641,  as  passed  by  the  Senate  included 
provisions  for  the  appointment  and  enlist¬ 
ment  of  women  in  the  Regular  Navy  and 
made  existing  laws  and  those  hereafter  en¬ 
acted  in  this  connection  applicable  to  women 
except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this  bill. 

It  provided  that  the  strength  of  enlisted 
women  on  the  active  list  of  the  Regular  Navy 
would  not  exceed  2  per  centum  of  the  au¬ 
thorized  strength  of  the  Regular  Navy  and 
that  the  number  of  commissioned  and  war¬ 
rant  women  officers  would  not  exceed  10 
per  centum  of  the  enlisted  women  strength. 
All  women  in  the  Regular  Navy  were  to  be 
within  the  authorized  strength  of  the  Regu¬ 
lar  Navy. 

Women  would  not  be  enlisted  who  had  not 
attained  the  age  of  18  years  and  would  re¬ 
quire  parents  or  guardian  consent  if  under 
21  years.  Appointments  of  women  to  com¬ 
missioned  grade  above  commissioned  war¬ 
rant  officer  would  not  be  made,  other  than' 
under  Public  Law  347,  79th  Congress,  unless 
the  woman  was  over  21  years  of  age  and 
under  30  years  on  July  1  of  the  year  in 
which  appointed. 

The  number  of  Commanders  and  Lieuten¬ 
ant  Commanders  of  the  line  would  not  ex¬ 
ceed  10  and  20  per  centum  respectively  of 
the  number  of  women  officers  on  the  active 
list  of  the  line  of  the  Regular  Navy. 

As  of  1  January  each  year  a  computation 
would  be  made  to  determine  the  maximum 
number  of  Commanders  and  Lieutenant 
Commanders  in  the  line  based  on  the  above 
percentages.  The  bill  provided  that  a  fur¬ 
ther  determination  might  be  made  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  and  that  the  numbers 
so  determined  might  be  less  than  the  10  and 
20  per  centum  maximum  allowed.  The 
numbers  so  further  determined  were  to  be 
considered  the  authorized  numbers  in  these 
grades  until  subsequent  determination  was 
made. 

All  original  appointments  to  commissioned 
grade  in  the  Regular  Navy  above  the  grade 
of  commissioned  Warrant  Officer,  other  than 
by  transfer  of  present  Naval  Reserve  officers, 
would  be  in  the  grade  of  Ensign  or  Lieuten¬ 
ant  (junior  grade),  at  the  discretion  of  the 
President. 


Women  would  not  be  given  permanent 
commission  above  the  grade  of  Commander. 
Provision  was  made  for  the  detailing  of  one 
woman  officer  of  the  grade  of  Lieutenant 
Commander  or  Commander  to  duty  in  the 
Bureau  of  Naval  Personnel  as  an  Assistant  to 
the  Chief  of  Naval  Personnel  and  to  give 
her  the  temporary  rank  of  Captain  while 
so  serving. 

Women  officers  of  the  line  of  the  Regular 
Navy  would  become  eligible  for  consideration 
by  a  selection  board  for  promotion  to  the 
next  higher  grade  in  the  fiscal  year  on  June 
30  of  which  they  would  have  completed  the 
following  service'in  grade: 

Years 

Lieutenant  (junior  grade) _  3 

Lieutenant _  4 

Lieutenant  commander _  4 

The  promotion  of  all  women  officers,  in  the 
line  or  staff  corps,  from  the  grade  of  Lieuten¬ 
ant  (junior  grade)  to  the  grade  of  lieutenant 
would  be  by  selection  but  the  numbers  to 
be  promoted  would  be  all  those  eligible  offi¬ 
cers  who  are  considered  qualified  by  the 
selection  board. 

Women  officers  of  the  grade  of  Ensign 
would  be  eligible  for  promotion  to  the  grade 
of  Lieutenant  (junior  grade)  on  the  third 
ianniversary  of  the  date  of  rank  stated  in 
their  appointment  to  the  grade  of  Ensign. 

vPomen  officers  of  the  staff  corps  of  the 
Regular  Navy  would  have  women  officer  run¬ 
ning  mates  in  the  line.  A  woman  staff  offi¬ 
cer  of  hny  grade  would  become  eligible  for 
consideration  for  promotion  by  a  selection 
board  when  her  running  mate  or' a  woman 
line  officer  junior  to  her  running  mate  had 
been  recommended  for  promotion  to  the  next 
higher  grade.  \ 

The  numbers  to  be  promoted  to  the  grades 
of  Commander  ant  Lieutenant  Commander 
of  the  line  in  each  year  would  be  determined 
on  the  basis  of  vacancies  existing  and  the 
number  of  vacancies  Which  would  occur  dur¬ 
ing  the  ensuing  12  months  minus  the  num¬ 
ber  of  officers  whpf  might  be  on  the  promo¬ 
tion  list.  Such  numbers  would  be  furnished 
the  appropriate^ selection  boards.  The  com¬ 
position  of  selection  boards  was.valso  defined. 

The  number  of  Lieutenant  Commanders  or 
Lieutenants  in  any  staff  corps  to  be  selected 
each  year  for  promotion  tq  the  next  higher 
grade  would  be  directly  related  to  th&,  num¬ 
ber  offline  officers  recommended  for  promo-  ■ 
tion/to  the  grades  of  Commander  and  Lieu¬ 
tenant  Commander  that  same  year.  In  this 
way  promotion  to  these  grades  in  the  staff 
corps  would  be  kept  in  phase  with  the  pro¬ 
motion  in  the  line. 

The  provision  of  law  relating  to  the  pro¬ 
motion  of  male  Warrant  Officers  and  to  ad¬ 
vancement  to  higher  pay  periods  of  male 
commissioned  Warrant  Officers  would  apply 
in  like  manner  to  women  Warrant  and  Com¬ 
missioned  Warrant  Officers. 

Women  officers  of  the  Regular  Navy  of  the 
grade  of  Commander  would  be  retired  upon 
reaching  the  age  of  55  years  or  the  com¬ 
pletion  of  30  years  active  commissioned  serv¬ 
ice.  This  would  also  apply  to  a  woman  offi¬ 
cer  serving  as  an  assistant  to  the  Chief  of 
Naval  Personnel  with  the  temporary  rank 
of  Captain. 

The  bill  contained  a  provision  to  permit 
a  Lieutenant  Commander  who  reached  the 
age  of  50  years  while  serving  as  an  assistant 
to  the  Chief  of  Naval  Personnel  to  remain  on 
the  active  list  until  detachment  from  such 
duty. 

Also,  any  woman  officer  retired  while  serv¬ 
ing  as  an  assistant  to  the  Chief  of  Naval  Per¬ 
sonnel  or  who  subsequent  to  such  service 
might  be  retired  for  any  reason  while  serving 
in  a  lower  grade  might,  if  she  served  for  2y2 
years  as  such  assistant,  be  retired  in  the 
temporary  rank  held  while  serving  as  an 
assistant  to  the  Chief  of  Naval  Personnel. 

Women  officers  of  the  Regular  Navy  of  the 
grade  of  Lieutenant  Commander  or  below 


would  be  retired  upon  reaching  the  age  of 
50  years. 

A  Lieutenant  Commander  in  the  Regular 
Navy  whose  name,  on  June  30  of  the  fiscal 
year  in  which  she  completed  20  years  active 
commissioned  service,  is  not  on  the  promo¬ 
tion  list,  would  be  placed  on  the  retired  list. 

A  Lieutenant  of  the  Regular  Navy  whose 
name  on  June  30  of  the  fiscal  year  in  which 
she  completed  13  years  activa  commissioned 
service,  is  not  on  the  promotion  list,  would  be 
honorably  discharged  from  the  Navy  on  that 
date  with  a  lump  sum  payment,  total  not  to 
exceed  2  years’  pay. 

The  same  applied  to  Lieutenants  (junior 
grade)  not  on  the  promotion  list  in  the  year 
she  completed  7  years’  ctive  commissioned 
service. 

The  bill  provided  that  the  retired  pay  of  a 
woman  officer  of  the  Regular  Navy  commis¬ 
sioned  pursuant  to  authority  contained  in 
Public  Law  347,  79th  Congress,  would  not  be 
less  than  50  percent  of  her  active  duty  pay 
at  the  time  of  retirement. 

The  laws  relating  to  male  officers  having 
to  do  with  retired  pay  and  retirement  because 
of  physical  disability  would  be  applicable  to 
women  officers. 

Enlisted  women  would  become  eligible  for 
transfer  to  the  Fleet  Reserve  and  retirement 
in  accordance  with  the  laws  which  are  ap¬ 
plicable  to  male  enlisted  personnel  of  the 
Regular  Navy. 

All  provisions  of  law  relating  to  pay,  leave, 
money  allowance  for  subsistence  and  rental 
of  quarters,  mileage  and  other  travel  allow¬ 
ances,  or  other  allowances,  benefits  or  emolu¬ 
ments  of  male  personnel  of  the  Regular 
Navy  would  be  applicable  to  women  except 
that  husbands  had  to  be  in  fact  dependent 
on  their  wives.  Children  would  not  be  con¬ 
sidered  dependents  unless  their  father  was 
dead  or  they  were  in  fact  dependent  on  their 
mother  for  their  chief  support. 

The  quantity  and  kind  of  clothing  to  be 
furnished  enlisted  personnel  and  the  military 
authority  which  women  would  exercise  was 
to  be  determined  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy. 

The  House  receded  from  its  position  on 
amendment  No.  12  and  the  provisions  for 
the  enlistment  or  appointment  of  women  in 
the  Regular  Navy,  as  described  above,  were 
reinstated  by  the  conferees  with  some  modi¬ 
fications.  The  reasons  for  these  modifica¬ 
tions  are  indicated  below: 

(a)  The  deletion  or  substitution  of  the 
words  “rank”,  “grade”,  “advancement”,  and 
"promotion”  throughout  this  title  is  con¬ 
sidered  necessary  in  view  of  section  405  of 
Public  Law  381  which  abolished  the  prior  staff 
cqrps  grades  with  rank  in  grade  and  substi¬ 
tuted  the  line  grades  therefor.  Under  prior 
staff  corps  laws,  officers  of  the  staff  corps  were 
advanced  in  rank.  Under  the  provisions  of 
the  Officer  Personnel  Act  of  1947  all  officers, 
line  anclfftaff,  are  promoted  in  grade. 

(b)  ProTtjsion  has  been  added  to  section 

2020  prescribing  a  limitation  on  the  number 
of  women  whft  may  be  appointed  and/or  en¬ 
listed  in  the  Regular  Navy  within  the  first 
2  years  after  the'enactment  of  this  act.  This 
will  limit  the  number  of  women  in  the  Reg¬ 
ular  Navy  to  500  officers,  20  warrant  officers, 
and  6,000  enlisted  personnel,  for  the  next  2 
years.  \ 

(c)  Section  203  is  clanged  to  include  a 
technical  clarification  of  affinal  fraction. 

(d)  The  composition  of  ^election  boards 
is  changed  in  section  206  ( c  K  to  bring  them 
into  conformance  with  the  provisions  of  the  > 
Officer  Personnel  Act  of  1947. 

(e)  Section  206  (d)  is  changed  by  substi¬ 
tuting  the  word  “time”  for  “active  service” 
in  order  that  women  Reserve  officers  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  Regular  Navy  may  be  credited 
with  Inactive  duty  in  the  same  manner  as 
male  Reserve  officers  similarly  transferred. 
This  section  is  further  changed  to  clarify 
eligibility  for  selection  to  the  next  higher'., 
grade. 
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(f)  Section  206  (e)  is  changed  in  order  to 
permit  the  assignment  of  running  mates  as 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  may  direct.  It  is 
considered  necessary  as  a  result  of  the  en¬ 
actment  of  the  Officer  Personnel  Act  of  1947. 

(g)  Section  206  (k)  is  changed  to  clarify 
eligibility  for  selection  to  the  next  higher 

gr*jh)  Section  206  (m)  clarifies  action  to  be 
taken  on  the  report  of  a  selection  board. 

(i)  Section  206  (p)  excludes  women  of¬ 
ficers  from  the  computation  required  to  be 
made  to  determine  the  number  in  each  rank 
under  the  Officer  Personnel  Act  of  1947. 

(1)  Section  206  (q)  excludes  women  officers 
from  sea  or  foreign  service  requirements  for 

promotion.  . 

(k)  Section  207  (a)  is  changed  to  include 
a  technical  clarification  regarding  retirement 
provisions  considered  necessary  as  a  result 
of  the  enactment  of  the  Officer  Personnel  Act 

of  1947.  .  A 

(l)  Section  208  is  changed  in  order  to  per¬ 
mit  the  appointment  Of  women  Reserve  offi¬ 
cers  transferred  under  provisions  of  the  Act 
of  April  18.  1946,  to  the  Regular  Navy  in 
the  same  manner  as  male  Reserve  officers 
who  were  transferred  to  the  Regular  Navy. 

(m)  In  Section  210,  the  conferees  agreed 
to  a  proviso  that  prohibits  the  assignment 
of  women  to  aircraft  engaged  in  combat  mis¬ 
sions  or  on  vessels  of  the  Navy  except  hos¬ 
pital  ships  and  naval  transports. 

Amendment  number  18  limits  the  duty  that 
women  naval  reservists  may  perform  by  pro¬ 
hibiting  their  assignment  to  aircraft  engaged 
in  combat  missions  or  to  vessels  of  the  Navy 
except  hospital  ships  and  naval  transports. 
The  Senate  conferees  accepted  the  House 
amendment. 

Amendment  number  27  struck  out  from 
the  Senate  bill  remaining  references  to 
womeri  in  the  Regular  Navy  and  Marine 
Corps;  but  added  a  new  title  to  the  bill  pro¬ 
viding  for  women  in  a  reserve  status  in  the 
Air  Force  in  view  of  the  National  Security 
Act  of  1947  which  established  the  Air  Force 
as  a  separate  department  of  the  Military 
Establishment. 

The  conferees  agreed  to  reinstate  all  pro¬ 
visions  that  pertained  to  the  Regular  Navy 
and  Marine  Corps,  but  modified  as  outlined 
below. 

Provisions  have  been  added  to  section  213 
(b)  and  (c)  prescribing  a  limitation  on  the 
number  of  women  who  may  be  appointed 
and  enlisted  in  the  Regular  Marine  Corps 
within  the  first  two  years  after  the  enact¬ 
ment  of  this  Act.  This  limits  women  in  the 
Regular  Marine  Corps  to  100  officers,  10  war¬ 
rant  officers,  and  1,000  enlisted  women,  for. 
the  next  two  years. 

Section  213  (d)  was  modified  to  permit 
the  assignment  of  a  Major  or  Lieutenant 
Colonel  woman  officer  to  duty  in  the  office 
of  the  Commandant  of  the  Marine  Corps 
to  assist  the  Commandant  in  the  administra¬ 
tion  of  women’s  affairs. 

Section  214  (a)  and  (b)  have  been  rein¬ 
stated,  modified  to  include  the  termination 
of  appointments  of  warrant  women  officers 
under  the  same  provisions  as  provided  for 
commissioned  officers. 

Two  new  sections,  sections  215  and  216, 
have  been  inserted  to  exclude  women  offi¬ 
cers  from  the  temporary  provisions  of  the 
Officer  Personnel  Act  and  to  authorize  women 
officers  of  the  Naval  Reserve  to  continue  to 
.serve  on  active  duty  until  transferred  to 
the  Regular  Navy  pursuant  to  the  proposed 
legislation  or  for  a  period  not  to  exceed  12 
months  after  enactment  of  the  proposed 
legislation. 

Provision  has  also  been  made  to  permit 
women  officers  of  the  Naval  Reserve  on  active 
duty  at  the  time  of  transfer  to  the  Regular 
Navy  who  are  serving  under  a  temporary 
appointment,  which  by  its  terms  are  for  a 
period  of  limited  duration,  to  be  given  a 


temporary  appointment  under  the  same  con¬ 
dition. 

Section  217  reinstates  section  215,  as  passed 
by  the  Senate. 

In  addition  the  conferees  agreed  to  modify 
Title  III  of  the  House  bill,  by  permitting  the 
enlistment  and  appointment  of  women  in 
the  Regular  Air  Force. 

When  S.  1641  passed  the  Senate  the  present 
Air  Force  was  a  part  of  the  Army.  The  pro¬ 
visions  of  S.  1641  as  it  passed  the  Senate 
would  thus  have  been  equally  applicable  to 
female  persons  of  the  then  Army  Air  Forces. 
Subsequent  to  Senate  action  and  before 
House  action  on  S.  1641,  the  present  Air  Force 
was  established  by  the  National  Security  Act 
of  1947.  Under  authority  of  such  enactment, 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  by  Transfer  Order 
#1,  of  the  National  Military  Establishment, 
dated  September  26,  1947,  transferred  the 
Army  Air  Forces  to  the  United  States  Air 
Force.  In  view  of  the  Air  Force  thus  becom¬ 
ing  an  equal  major  armed  service,  the  House 
in  its  version  of  S.  1641  provided  a  separate 
title  for  female  persons  of  the  Air  Force.  A 
separate  title  is  herein  continued  for  female 
persons  of  the  Air  Force  which  contains  simi-^. 
lar  provisions  as  herein  provided  for  female 
persons  of  the  Army,  except  as  is  necessary 
for  conformance  to  the  structure  provided  f 
the  Air  Force  under  the  National  Security 
Act  of  1947.  As  such  enactment  did  not 
divide  the  Air  Force  into  various  arms  pfid 
services,  or  "corps”,  no  separate  corpjr  for 
female  persons  is  established.  Such  fgfinales 
are  thils  taken  directly  into  the  existing  Air 
Force  structure.  As  female  officers  serving 
with  the  Army  Air  Forces  were  all  Army  offi¬ 
cers  detailed  to  duty  with  the  Army  Air 
Forces,  the  Air  Force  has  no  separate  body  of 
World  War  II  women  from  winch  to  draw  its 
initial  officer  complement,,  This  has  been  j 
resolved  by  authorizing  the  Air  Force  to  in-  • 
tegrate  former  female  officers  of  any  of  the 
armed  services.  The  limitation  in  the  House  1 
version  of  S.  1641  preluding  assignment  of  J 
female  persons  of  the  Air  Force  to  duty  in 
combat  aircraft  is  Continued  herein.  A  simi-  ; 
lar  limitation  tq  that  contained  in  Titles  1 1 
and  II  is  provided  that  will  limit  the  actual  | 
strength  of  female  persons  iiv.  the  Regular 
Air  Force  during  the  two  year  period  follow¬ 
ing  enactment  of  this  Act  to  300  officers,  40 
warrant  officers  and  4,000  enlisted  women. 
The  officers  so  authorized  are  to'  be  ap¬ 
pointed  in  approximately  equally  spaced  in¬ 
crements  of  not  to  exceed  40  per  centum,  20 
pqr  centum,  20  per  centum,  and  20  per 
centum  thereof,  respectively. 

In  effect  the  conferees  have  agreed  upon 
permitting  the  enlistment  and  appointment 
of  women  in  the  Regular  Army,  Air  Force, 
Navy,  and  Marine  Corps,  with  provisions 
limiting  the  number  of  women  to  be  pp-  ' 
pointed  or  enlisted  for  the  next  two  years. 
This,  of  course,  does  not  preclude  the  num¬ 
ber  of  Reserves  that  may  be  continued  on 
active  duty,  but  will  provide  for  a  sizeable 
cadre  of  career  women  in  the  regular  services. 

Paul  W.  Shafer, 

W.  G.  Andrews, 

Dewey  Short, 

Overton  Brooks, 

Lyndon  Johnson, 

Carl  T.  Durham, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York  (at  the  request 
of  Mr.  Gearhart)  was  given  permission 
to  extend  his  remarks  in  the  Appendix 
of  the  Record  in  two  separate  instances 
and  in  each  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  TOLLEFSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re¬ 
marks  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record 
and  include  extraneous  matter  notwith¬ 
standing  the  fact  that  it  may  exceed  the 


limit  fixed  by  the  Joint  Committee  o; 
Printing. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  /from 
Washington?  / 

There  was  no  objection.  / 

[The  matter  referred  to  ap/fears  in  the 
Appendix.]  jr 

Mr.  LANE  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Russell)  was  given  permission  to  ex¬ 
tend  his  remarks  in  Appendix  of  the 
Record  and  include^  radio  address  de¬ 
livered  by  him.  / 

CORRECTION  OF  ROLL  CALL 

Mr.  MEYEft.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  roll  call  No.  80 
be  corrected.  I  am  carried  as  not  voting. 
I  was  present  and  voted  “aye.” 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection, 
the  Journal  and  Record  will  be  corrected 
accordingly. 

.  TTieyp  wa.s.  nn  nhifif-tinn-  —  — - 

PARLIAMENTARY  INQUIRY  ON  AGRICUL¬ 
TURE  APPROPRIATION  BILL 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  CANNON.  What  is  the  status  of 
the  agricultural  appropriation  bill,  mes¬ 
saged  over  from  the  Senate  with  Senate 
amendments? 

The  SPEAKER.  The  bill  is  now  on  the 
Speaker’s  table  awaiting  action. 

The  Chair  wishes  to  state  that  the 
Chair  has  been  given  assurance  by  Mem¬ 
bers  on  both  sides  of  the  House  that 
nothing  of  a  controversial  character 
would  be  taken  up  during  the  balance  of 
the  day.  When  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
souri  offered  his  motion,  it  was  obvious 
there  was  to  be  controversy  concerning 
it  and  the  Chair  therefore  had  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Illinois  withdraw  his  re¬ 
quest. 

Mr.  CANNON.  But,  Mr.  Speaker,  a 
conference  had  already  been  granted; 
the  House  had  disagreed  to  the  Senate 
amendments  and  agreed  to  the  confer¬ 
ence  asked  by  the  Senate.  The  Speaker 
had  handed  the  names  of  the  conferees 
to  the  Clerk. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from 
Illinois  asked  that  his  request  be  with¬ 
drawn  and  nobody  objected.  The  re¬ 
quest  was  withdrawn. 

The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  TibbottL 
EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  TIBBOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  remarks 
in  the  Record  and  include  therein  an 
address  by  United  States  Senator  Edward 
Martin,  of  Pennsylvania,  before  the  Re¬ 
publican  State  Committee  of  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  at  Philadelphia  l&$t  Saturday. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection.  \ 

[The  matter  referred  to  appears  in  the 
Appendix.]  S* 

Mr.  PHILBIN  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Appendix  of  the  Record  in  two  instances. 


\ 


SURPLUS  PROPERTY.  The  Expenditures  in  Executive  .Deuartnents  Por.inittee  submitted 
a  report  on  investigation  of  surplus  real  property  and  consolidation  of  arn^a 
\  services  facilities  in  the  San  Francisco  Bay  areas  (H.Rept.  2l64)  (p.  7073? * 

34.  LE^I SLAT IVE  PROGRAM.  Majority  Leader  Halleck  announced  th<at  the  ERP  apg^opria- 

tiofa  hill  xtfOuld  not  cone  up  todgy,  June  3»  but  would  pro’oahly  cone  Wfri., 
June\5»  and  obtained  unanimous  consent  to  call  the  consent  and  private  calen- 
dars  eta  Tues. , ‘June  S  (p«  70^9 )* 

BILLS  INTRODUCED 

'Y.wwsaia«afOTia»iB»MMMw*«Mas*wai3iia>iiH^ 

35.  AGRICULTURAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1949.  H.Res«  624,  by  ^ep.  Dirksen,  Ill.,  ag¬ 

reeing  to  the  conference  requested  by  the  Senate  on  this  bill,  E.R.  5SS3»  To 
Rules  Connittee*  (p*  7073*) 


1  mb-  ■  .I  I,  ■  u  .  j  ■  -  - -it] r— — 1 - r" — - ^  ■■  '  — mb  'nny-  “  - 

"b.  "JiiUyOl’l-UilL.  H;H.  b7%b,  by  -tiep.  Earless,  Ariz.,  to  anen4  the  Civil  Service  Re- 

tirenent  Act  to  provide  annuities  for  certain  form err  employees  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  T0  Post  OfficcSand  Civil  Service  Connittee.^  (p.  7073») 

37.  FARM  LANDS.  H.R,  67S3,  by.  Rep.  Murdock,  Ariz Jo  authorize  the  disposal  of 


withdrawn  land  in  tracts 


snail  to  be  classed  as  faro  units  under  the  Rec¬ 


lamation  Act.  T<?  Public  La\ds  Connittee.  G 7073*) 

3S.  FLOOD  CONTROL.  H,R.  67^4,  by  %),  Rorbladf  Ore. ,  to  provide  for  energency 

flood-control  wo rk  na.de  necessa^  by  recent  floods.  To  Public  Works  Connittee. 

.  (p.  7073.)  .  . 

39.  GRAZING  LANDS.  II.R0  67S6,  by  Rep.  j^&less,  Ariz.,  relating  to  the  disposition 

of  noneys  collected  by  the  Federaflr  Gov^rnnent  as  grazing  fees  fron  certain 
public  lands  situated  in  Ariz.  JSo  Public  Lands  Connittee.  (?.  7^73*) 

40.  RATIONAL  FOREST.  H.R.  67S7,  yr  Rep.  Karlesta  Ariz. ,  to  protect  the  scenic  val¬ 

ues  along  Oak  Creek  Canyon^^nd  certain  tributaries  thereof  with  in  the  Coconino 
Rational  Forest,  Ariz.  T^Rpublic  lands  Committee.  (p.  7073*) 

41.  FLOOD  RELIEF.  II.  J.Resy^+lS,  by  Rep.  Koran,  Wash.\to  provide  assistance  to 

farners  whose  property  was  destroyed  or  damaged,  fkwhole  or  in  part,  by 
floods  in  the  Colur$na  River  Basin  in  1948,  in  ordetato  enable  then  to  con¬ 
tinue  farming  opej^-tions  to  produce  food  to  meet  the^nt ernational  shortage. 

To  Apnromriatio^e  Connittee.  (pa  7073°) 

ITEMS  IR  APPENDIX 

42.  OLEOMARGARINE;  BUTTER.  Ren.  Abernethy,  Miss.,  inserted  Do rotV  Thompson1  s 
Ladies  B^ne  Journal  article  on  the  oleomargarine-butter  situation  (pn.A3635-6) « 

43.  UN-AMERICAN  ACTIVITIES.  Extension  of  remarks  of  Ren.  Thomas,  IU\on  the  work 

of  ifie  House  Un-American  Activities  Connittee  .during  the  ten  yearsN^f  its  ex¬ 
istence  (pp.  A3630--5). 

44  RECLAMATION*  ELECTRIFICATION.  Ren.  Mack,  Wash.,  inserted  his  recent  ra^io  ad¬ 
dress  on  the  development  of  the  Columbia  River,  (pp.  A3641-2). 

i.  T.V.A.  Ren.  Courtney,  Tenn.,  inserted  resolutions  from  Clarksville,  Tenn.,  Vg~ 
ing  that  provision  be  made  for  the  TVA  steam  plant  at  Johnsonvillc,  Tenn. 

A365R-3). 


-  6  - 

46.  EXPENDITURES*  Hop.  Arends,  Ill.-,  inserted  a  Logan  County  ( Ill*)- Bankers 1  Fod-j 
%  eration  resolution  urging,  economy  in  Government  expend-iturcs  (-op*  A365O-I) 

w  w 

47.  FOREIGN  AID.  Hep*  Martin,  Iowa,  inserted  a  ta"ble  showing  the  estimated  ca^t  of 

th£  EHP  to  the  people  of  his  district  (p.  A3647). 


Renting  01 


42.  COST  to  LIVING.  Hep.  Douglas,  Calif.,  inserted  newspaper  articles 
.  the  high  cost  of  living  (pp.  A3652,  A3662,  A3665,  A3667-S) . 

49.  FOREIGN  TRkpE.  Various  insertions  on  extension  of  the  Trade  AarJhents  Act  (m. 

A3642,  A36%5,  A3650).  J  ^  ™ 

BILLS  APPROVED  BY  TIIE  PRESIDENT 

50.  RECLAMATION.  ILH^tooi  provides  for  the  distribution  amc^fp  Colo.,  N.Mex.  .Utah, 

and  Wyo«,  of  the  receipts  of  the  Colorado  River  Development  Fund  for  use  in  the 
fiscal  years  13^9  to^955»  inclusive,  on  a  basis  wh^h  is  as  nearly  equal  as 
practicable  and  to  nakW available  other  finds  for  the? 'investigation  and  construc¬ 
tion  of  projects  in  any\f  the  States  of  the  Colorado  River  Basin  in  addition 
to  appropriations  for  saick  purposes  from  the  Collado  River  Development  Fund. 

.  Approved  June  1  (public  LaW\670,  20th  Cong.). 

51.  BUILDINGS  AND  GROUNDS.  H.J.Rcqk321  provides^  for  quartering,  in  certain  public 

buildings  in  D.C.  of  troops  pa r vie ipa. ting  j?n  the  inaugural  ceremonies  of  1949* 

.  Approved  June  1  (public. Law  572,  aOth  Cojig.  )c 

52.  PERSONNEL  SERVICES.  HcR„  4426  pro vidWbasic  authority  for  certain  functions  of 

the  2eather  Bureau,  including  a  pro^sVn  authorizing  the  use  of  its  appropria¬ 
tions  for  furnishing  to  its  employes,  aWl  other  Government  employees,  outside 
continental  .S.,  food  and  sholtor,  and  authorizing  the  Heather  Bureau- to  grant 
to  employees  of  other  G0vernnoxr(f agencies  fS<r  taking  and  transmitting  meteorolca 
gical  observations.  Approved  jtJune  2  (public \aw  573,  20th  Cong.)* 

CCIiinTTE^HEARINGS  Released  by^G.R.O. 

53.  TEXTILES.  H.R*  2260,  tojjro  vide  protection  for  desi^is  for  textile  fabrics. 

House  Judiciary  Committee, 

54.  OLEOMARGARINE  TAXES^fH.R.  2256,  to  repeal  the  tax  on  0 1  c^nargar  ine .  Senate 

Finance  Commit tee. 


55-  PUBLIC  WORKS. 
Control,  194? 


#R.  6419.  Title  I,  Rivers  and  Harbors,  1942  ,\nd  Title  II, Flood 
House  Public  Works  Committee. 


-  o  — 


COMMITTEE  HE^INGS  ANNOUNCEMENTS  for  June  3:  S.  Appropriations,  for eign-a\ appro¬ 
priations^  Dodd  to. testify);  S#  Public  Works,  Federal-aid  highway  bill  ( cxp4;  H.An-. 
propria^fons,  foreign-aid  appropriations  (ex.);  H.  Rales,  re  conference  on  agricul¬ 
tural  appropriation  bill,  foreign-aid  appropriations,  and  draft  bill;  IT.  PublSt. 
dorkgfj;  Government  cafeterias  corpore-tion;  S«  Appropriations,  Government  corporations 
^mark-up)  and  Interior  appropriations;  S„  Finance,  trade  agreements;  H.  Barking  and 
ufrcncy,  TEW  housing  bill;  Ha  Expenditures  in  Executive  Departments,  Reclamation 
.bureau  propaganda  activities. 


—  0O0  — 


80th  CONGRESS 
2d  Session 


H.  RES.  624 


IN  THE  HOUSE  OE  REPRESENTATIVES 

June  2, 1948 

Mr.  Dirksen  submitted  the  following  resolution;  which  was  referred  to  the 

Committee  on  Rules 


RESOLUTION 

1  Resolved,  That,  immediately  upon  the  adoption  of  this 

2  resolution,  the  bill  (H.  R.  5883)  making  appropriations 

3  for  the  Department  of  Agriculture  (exclusive  of  the  Farm 

4  Credit  Administration)  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 

5  1949,  and  for  other  purposes,  with  Senate  amendments 
0  thereto  he,  and  the  same  is  hereby,  taken  from  the  Speaker’s 

7  table;  that  the  Senate  amendments  be,  and  they  are  hereby, 

8  disagreed  to  by  the  House;  that  the  conference  requested 

9  by  the  Senate  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses 

10  on  the  said  bill  be,  and  hereby  is,  agreed  to  by  the  House; 

11  and  that  the  Speaker  shall  immediately  appoint  conferees 

12  without  intervening  motion. 
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tower  at  its  connand  'gunrl  tile  ,  iht  crests  of  this-  -program  one1,  .protect  the  taxp 
rers  of  this  hat  ion  by  refusing  to  pay  inflationary  prices,  sane. -of  which  are 
jady  in  evidence  as  a  result  bf-'anticipatory -buying,  especially  in  c.onjjfection 
cotton*  a 

2  Administration  estimates  contain  an  amount  of  .$110*000,-000 
•nurchas\  of  tobacco*  Nhile  there  nay  be  reasons  for  the  purcha.oe  of 
tobacco  there  is  serious  doubt  as  to  how  much  tobacco  should  be  _ 
i  ng  this  uteri  od  of  dire  need  for  more  substantive  aid,  and  .pUrchas 
luxury  category  should  be  very  carefully  scrutinized.  / 

BIt  is  apntonplatcd  to  purchase  some  $24,600,000  worth  of  While, 

wool  is  a  oonr\dity  necessary  in  the  general  rehabilitation  oSH3urope,  every 
effort  should  T^Lnade  to  purcha.se  the  type  of  vtooI  that  wilLfservo  the  inter  od 
puroose  at  the  loWcst  possible  cost.  The  Commodity  Credit^Corpora.tion,  for  ex¬ 
ample,  has  over  2 4^, 000,000  pounds  of  wool*-  one-ha-lf  of  .yf  of  the  lower— gre do 
variety  hot  salableVn  the  United  States  and  purchased  Jr,  a  cost- of -42  cents 
•per  pound.  It  is  hopted  that  both'  our  own  and  the  European  economy  can  be  aided 
by  the  movement  of  thfk  wool  into  export.  Cotton  cljrth  purchases  are  to  be 
na.de  in  an  estimated  am^tent  of  $72,600,000.  In  th^  item  especially,  but  also 
in -many  other  items  contemplated  in  the  program-,  would  seem  that  .the  raw 
material  ra.thcr  than  the  imbiished  product  should/ exported  in  order  that  the 
expense  of ' manufacture  in  'tMs  count ry  nay  be  avoided  or  minimized  and  at  the 
same  tine  the  people  of  Euro'^k  given  a,  greater  opportunity  to  produce  for  their 

own  needs.”  X  .  t 

’’’The  committee  is  not  wholIW  satisfic'd  with  the  la.rge-sca.le  mechanization 
of  farms  in  participating*  countriW  that yds  apparently  proposed  in  the  program. 
-The  shortage  of  steel  and  metroleun^hr^mghout  t-hq  warld,  plus  the  general  urn— 
f aniliarity  of  the  average  European  a^Pmer  with  mechanical  farm  equipment  migjit 
prove  costly  and,  in  the  final  anal^Ste,  unproductive.  While  farm  production 
must  further  be  increased"  in  thcseJcoun^yics  the  proportion  of  large  farms  that 
lend  themselves  to  production  by  Crcans  chani zod  equipment  is  Snail.  ^This 

program  should  be  embarked  upon dfith  extreme  caution,  and  should  not  require 

the  $81, 500,000  estimated  for  this  purpose. 

”It  is.  the  sense 'of  the.  Committee  that  relief  in  the  form’ of  grants  should 
be  limited  insofar  as  practicable  t-  food,  fertilizer,  and  seed.  The 

committee  is  of  the  furthd?  opinion  that  grant sVhould  be  limited  insofar  as 
practicable  to  these  copjatries  which  arc  unable  p.ayv,for  the  required  imports 
through  increased  production.  Up  European  nntinn^ants  to  remain  on  an.  indef¬ 
inite  dole  from  another  nation  and  no  nation  can ,loSg  afford  to  export  its, sub¬ 
stance  tq  another  nation  without’ a  brook-down  in  its  Vffl  economy.  Sacrifices 
must  be  made  by  all  and  each  country’s  sacrifice  shoul\bc  understood  by  each 

other  country.”  ■  ,  -  -  ...  ,  „  , 

A  q.p  I  CULTURAL  APPROPRIATION  SILL,  .19491  The  Rules.  Committee  rqportcd-H.Res.  ,624, 
agreeing  to  the  conference  requested  by  the  Senate  on  this  bill,  H.R.  5^3 

(pp.  7264,  7266). 


ITAT 1 0 HAL y^ORE ST «  .The  Agriculture  Committee  reported  with  anenc.ncitts  b  LJ J  , 
remove/the  limitation  governing  exchanges  of  certain  lands  in  thc\&iperior 
National  Forest,  'Minn. ,  to 'safeguard  and  consolidate  .areas  of  exceptional  pub- 
li^intcrost  (K.Rcpt.  2166)  (p*  726o)» 

mLlES  NEMATODE.  .The  Agriculture  Committee  reported  without  .amendment  \  2137. 
to  provide  for  the  .protection  of  potato  and  to  mate. pr  diet  ion- from  the  gSUen 

nemo t ode  (H.Rcpt*  2167)  (p»  72o6).  -•  *,  T 

’EMERGENCY  POWERS*  Agreed  to  the  conference' report ^on  :I-R»  &53*.  C(°^^  j 

until  June  30,  1949,  certain  allocation  and  export-import  controls  (pp.725&  9. 
En^  Provisions  of  the  bill  as  reported  by  the'  conference  committee  see  Digest  9S 


FLOOD  CONTROL*  Passed  with  amendnc nt s  H.R,  64l9 »  authorizing  the  construction 
repair,  .and 'preservation  of  certain  public  works  on  rivers  and  harbors  for 
navigation  and  flood  control  (pp,*  7257*”7l)»-  Title  I  of  the  bill  is  the  pi*£- 
^osed  Rivers  and  Harbors  Act  of  1948,  and  Title  II  is  the  nr 0100 sod  Flood/Con— 
tVl  Act  of  1948. 

7*  ITAVAL\APPR0PRIATI0H  PILL,  1949*  Passed  without  amendment  this  bill,J^R<.  0JJ2 

(pp  7^44-* 57) 

8*  HEALTH.  Conferees  were  appointed  on  S.J.Res.  98 ,  to  provide  f  or yucr.bcr  ship  r,::\ 
participation  b 7  the  U*S*.  in  the  World  Health  Organization  (p^7257).  Senate 
conferees  x^ere  appointed  June  2, 

9.  PERSONNEL •Agrceovto  conference  report  on  H*R*  .4236,  to  aner^bhc  Civil  Service 
Act  to  remove  certain  discrimination  with  respect  to  thei^pp ointment  of  phys¬ 
ically  handicappe\persons  (p.  727<S)*  This  bill  will  be"  sent  to  the  President 

10#  -VIRGIN  ISLA1IDS.  The  \lcs  Committee  reported  a  resolution  for  the  consideratioi 
of  H*R,_  5904,  to  incorporate  the  Virgin  Islands  Corporation  (pm*  7284,  7286)* 

11*.  FEDERAL  SECURITY  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPxcIATIOF  ,  Conferees  were  appoint* 

ed  on  this  bill,  h,R.  6355  ^^*  7284).  The  bi^F  was  passed  by  the  Senate  ear¬ 
lier  in  the  day  (sec  item  2"j 

12*  FOREST  SERVICE*  The  Agriculturefoemnittcei^rdered  reported  (but  did  not  actu- 
.  ally  report.)  H.R.  2028,  the  Forest  Serviifc  fiscal  omnibus  bill  (m*  D5S6).  - 

list.  W 

13*  RESEARCH.  The  Interstate  and.  Fore ig^L  Commerce  Committee  ordered  reported  (but 
did  not  actually  report)  H.R,.  6o07»  establish  a  Rational  Science  Foundation 
•  .  (p.  E5S8). 

l4.  EXPENDITURES.  Rep*  Reed,  N*Y*  ,  j^ged  rcduN  U-ons  in  Government  seen  ding  and  in¬ 
serted  a  Wall  Street  Journal  article  on  thb^subject  (pm.  7240-l)* 

15*  PERSOFPEL*  Rep*  Snathers,  Fjj^*,  spoke  in  favor  may  raises  for  federal  em— 

.  ployees  (p.  7243). 

l6*  HOUSING*  Rep*  Hardy,  spoke  in  favor  of  the  TEw^iousing-  bill  (p*  7245). 

Received  a  VFW  petit^n  favoring  the  TEW  housing  bi3j^(p.  ,7287)* 

RILLS  INTRODUCED 

17*  BUILDINGS  AND  GRINDS,-  H.R,  6806,  by  Rep.  D^Ewart,  Mont.,  authorize  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  -^grjfculture  to  accept  buildings  and  improvements  ^instructed  and  ef¬ 
fected  by  the  Buffalo  Rapids  Farms  Associations  on  mro  ject.  lNds,  in  the  Buffalo 
Rapids  watag*  co ns c rvat i n n  and  utilization  -oroject  and  cancclinAcertain  indebt-* 
.  •  edness  of/the  association*  To  Agriculture  Committee*.  ‘  (p*  7286*1 

lo*  WATER  T|^AI'TS? 0 RTAT ION*  S*  2799r  b*r  Son*  Crnehart,  Ind.-,  to  -provide  tifc  aseer— 
tain^ftg  the  economic  justification  for  proposed,  improvements  to  the  Noland 
wa^j&vays  of  the  J*S.  To  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  Committee*  C^.7i66*) 

15*  FEDEPAL  AID*  EDUCATION*  S*  2801,  by  Sen*  Kilgore, W.Va*  (for  himself  and  bisns. 
Morse,..  Ore*,,  and  Magnuson,  Wash*),  to. assist  the  States  in  the  removal  of^^ 
adult  illiteracy  by  the  development  and  maintenance  of  special  "programs  of  ' 
basic  elementary  education  for  adults*  To- Labor  and  Public  Welfare  Committee! 
(p*  7166*)  Remarks  of,  author  in  which  ho  referred  to  the  percentage  of  ill it-1 
eracy  among  "farm  dwellers.”  -  . 
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CONSIDERATION  OF  H.  R.  5883 


June  3,  1948. — Referred  to  the  House  Calendar  and  ordered  to  be  printed 


Mr.  Allen  of  Illinois,  from  the  Committee  on  Rules,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT 

[To  accompany  H.  Res.  624] 

The  Committee  on  Rules,  having  had  under  consideration  House 
Resolution  624,  report  the  same  to  the  House  with  the  recommenda¬ 
tion  that  the  resolution  do  pass. 
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without  intervening  motion. 


..  .. 


j\  r. 


•  r'-'  *  r,--r 

.  V.  j 


?  - 


.  -  ■ 


i. 


■*  -  ■ 
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H.  RES.  624 

[Report  No.  2183] 


IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

June  2, 1948 

Mr.  Dirksen  submitted  the  following  resolution ;  which  was  referred  to  the 

Committee  on  Rules 

June  3, 1948 

Referred  to  the  House  Calendar  and  ordered  to  be  printed 


RESOLUTION 

1  Resolved,  That,  immediately  upon  the  adoption  of  this 

2  resolution,  the  hill  (H.  R.  5883)  making  appropriations 

3  for  the  Department  of  Agriculture  (exclusive  of  the  Farm 

4  Credit  Administration)  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 

5  1949,  and  for  other  purposes,  with  Senate  amendments 

6  thereto  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby,  taken  from  the  Speaker’s 

7  table;  that  the  Senate  amendments  be,  and  they  are  hereby, 

8  disagreed  to  by  the  House;  that  the  conference  requested 

9  by  the  Senate  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses 

10  on  the  said  bill  be,  and  hereby  is,  agreed  to  by  the  House; 

11  and  that  the  Speaker  shall  immediately  appoint  conferees 

12  without  intervening  motion. 
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IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

June  2, 1948 

Mr.  Dirksen  submitted  the  following  resolution ;  which  was  referred  to  the 

Committee  on  Rules 

June  3, 1948 

Referred  to  the  House  Calendar  and  ordered  to  be  printed 


RESOLUTION 

1  Resolved,  That,  immediately  upon  the  adoption  of  this 

2  resolution,  the  bill  (H.  R,  5883)  making  appropriations 

3  for  the  Department  of  Agriculture  (exclusive  of  the  Farm 

4  Credit  Administration)  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 

5  1949,  and  for  other  purposes,  with  Senate  amendments 

% 

6  thereto  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby,  taken  from  the  Speaker’s 
I  table;  that  the  Senate  amendments  be,  and  they  are  hereby, 

8  disagreed  to  by  the  House;  that  the  conference  requested 

9  by  the  Senate  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses 

10  on  the  said  bill  be,  and  hereby  is,  agreed  to  by  the  House; 

11  and  that  the  Speaker  shall  immediately  appoint  conferees 

12  without  intervening  motion. 
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rith  political  subdivisions  or  municipal¬ 
ities  because  of  the  seeming  emergency 
that  may  confront  us,  and  that  they 
might  need  these  temporary  units.  For 
that  reason  we  struck  from  the  bill  the 
municipal  and  political  subdivisions  sec¬ 
tions  anh.  only  left  in  the  college  and 
university  \lause. 

Mr.  SABATH.  And  I  exceedingly  re¬ 
gret  that  thejN^ere  stricken  from  the  bill 
because  I  still  brieve  that  many  of  these 
poor  municipalities  and  some  commu¬ 
nities  are  in  just  ak  great  need  as  these 
universities  and  colleges. 

Mr.  MUHLENBERG*,  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yieia? 

Mr.  SABATH.  Just  animate. 

I  fully  appreciate  that  same  of  these 
units  need  to  be  reconstructed  and  re¬ 
paired;  consequently,  I  am  ind'fed  in  favor 
of  this  legislation  with  the  exceptyon  that 
I  have  made. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  o\  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  has  expire* 

Mr.  PICKETT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yii 
the  gentleman  one  additional  minute. 

Mr.  SABATH.  This  to  some  extent  \ 
will  help  the  veterans  to  remain  in  the 
houses  who  are  now  in  attendance  at 
colleges  and  universities,  even  though 
the  houses  are  poorly  constructed.  At 
least  they  will  have  some  place  to  live. 
But  there  are  thousands  of  veterans  not 
as  fortunate  as  those  in  the  colleges  and 
universities  who  have  been  upable  to 
obtain  any  place  to  live.  They^re  seek¬ 
ing  and  pleading  that  something  be  done 
to  enable  them  to  obtain  suitable  homes. 

Notwithstanding  the  fact  that  the 
other  body  has  already  acted  on  the 
Taft-Ellender-Wagner  bill,  I  am  still 
waiting,  hoping,  and  urging  that  this 
House  will  take  action  to  relieve  the  mil¬ 
lions  who  are  in  real  distress  and  have 
no  place  to  hang  their  hats.  I  want 
to  know  how  much  longer  you  are  go¬ 
ing  to  delay  action  on  that  bill  which 
will  do  much  greater  good  to  a  much 
greater  number  than  the  bill  that  is  now 
before  us. 

Mr.  McGREGOR.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SABATH.  I  yield. 

Mr.  McGREGOR.  I  may  call  the  gen¬ 
tleman’s  attention  to  the  fact  that  for 
16  years  his  party  has  had  control  of 
housing.  I  am  glad  to  have  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  gentleman  recognize  the  fact 
that  the  housing  situation  is  deplorable. 
We  on  our  side  in  cooperation  with  the 
gentleman  on  his  side  are  endeavoring 
to  iron  out  the  difficulties. 

Mr.  SABATH.  If  you  Republicans  had 
not  forced  the  repeal  of  the  housing  ma¬ 
terial  priorities  and  your  Banking  and 
Currency  Committee  had  not  filibustered 
on  the  Taft-Ellender-Wagner  bill,  hun¬ 
dreds  of  thousands  of  homes  could  have 
been  built  a£  a  cost  within  the  financial 
reach  of  the  ex-servicemen  and  peoples 
in  the  low-income  class.  The  removal  of 
priorities  on  materials  and  the  2%  years’ 
delay  in  action  of  the  Taft-Ellender- 
Wagner  bill,  for  which  you  Republicans 
are  responsible,  has  enabled  the  real- 
estate  lobby  operators  and  contractors 
to  construct  homes  costing  $12,000,  $15,- 
000,  $18,000,  and  $20,000,  which  are  only 
available  to  the  high-salaried  official  and 


persons  in  the  higher-income  group. 
The  blame  for  the  failure  to  provide  de¬ 
cent  low-cost  homes  to  our  deserving  ex- 
servicemen  and  citizens  in  the  lower- 
wage  class  is  yours,  not  ours. 

•The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  has  expired. 

(Mr.  SABATH  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  PICKETT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
such  time  as  he  may  desire  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Texas  [Mr.  Teague], 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  support  of  H.  R.  5710  which  will  af¬ 
ford  our  educational  institutions  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  acquire  housing  projects 
which  have  been  constructed  with  the  as¬ 
sistance  of  the  Government.  Many  of 
these  dwelling  units  have  been  erected 
for  the  use  of  veterans  and  other  stu¬ 
dents  attending  colleges  and  these  proj¬ 
ects  have  made  it  possible  to  adequately 
house  these  students  and  their  families. 

These  educational  institutions  have 
had  a  substantial  financial  interest  in  / 
these  projects  by  furnishing  the  land/ 
tilities,  and  other  necessary  items.  JL 
believe  it  is  only  proper  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  should  now  make  it  possible  to 
transfer  without  cost  to  the  educational 
institution  all  the  buildings  erected  by 
the  Government  for  student  lionising. 

Many  colleges  in  Texas  haye  benefited 
by  the  housing  program  of  the  Public 
Housing  Adrhrnistration  these  edu¬ 
cational  institutions  wilTcontinue  to  put 
the  housing  unitn  to  gftod  use  for  many 
years  in  the  futurV  I  have  observed  the 
good  results  of  the^udent  housing  pro¬ 
gram  at  the  Agricultural  and  Mechani¬ 
cal  College  of  /Texas, /College  Station, 
Tex.,  where  s/many  veterans  have  re¬ 
turned  to  complete  their  education. 
These  extpd  family  dwelling  units  have 
made  it  possible  for  many  men  to  finish 
their  schooling  who  otherwise  wpuld  not 
have  had  the  opportunity. 

M^.  Chairman,  hundreds  of  colleges 
and  thousands  of  students  will  conthjue 
tt>  reap  the  benefits  of  having  adequ^e 
housing  accommodations  if  the  transfe 
of  these  units  is  made  possible  by  the  en¬ 
actment  of  H.  R.  5710.  The  Navarro 
County  Junior  College  at  Corsicana, 
Hillsboro  Junior  College,  and  Westmin¬ 
ster  College  at  Tehuacana,  Tex.,  have 
several  family  and  trailer  units  being  uti¬ 
lized  by  their  students.  I  urge  that  the 
Members  favorably  consider  H.  R.  5710. 

(Mr.  TEAGUE  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  PICKETT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have 
no  further  requests  for  time. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Chairman,  there 
are  no  further  requests  for  time  on  this 
side. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Under  the  rule,  the 
Clerk  will  read  the  committee  substi¬ 
tute. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the  act  entitled 
“An  act  to  expedite  the  provision  of  housing 
in  connection  with  national  defense,  and  for 
other  purposes,”  approved  October  14,  1940, 
as  amended,  is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end 
thereof  the  following  new  section  505: 


“Sec.  505.  (a)  Upon  the  filing  of  a  requesj 
therefor  as  herein  provided,  the  Adminjj 
trator  shall  relinquish  and  transfer,  without 
monetary  consideration,  to  any  educational 
institution  all  contractual  rights  (inpluding 
the  right  to  revenues  and  other  nrbceeds) 
and  all  property  right,  title,  and  jmerest  of 
the  United  States  in  and  with  respect  to  any 
temporary  housing  located  oiy'land  owned 
by  such  institution,  or  controlled  by  it  and 
not  held  by  the  United  State^Proaideci,  That 
any  net  revenues  or  other  proceeds  from  such 
housing  to  which  the  U/iited  States  is  en¬ 
titled  shall  not  cease,  b/  virture  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  505,  to  accrue  to  Jhe  United  States  until 
the  end  of  the  month  ip,  which  the  rights, 
title,  and  interest  tfith  respect  to  such  hous¬ 
ing  are  relinquished  and  transferred  here¬ 
under,  and  the -Obligation  of  the  transferee 
to  pay  such  accrued  amounts  shall  not  be 
affected  by  /iis  section:  And  provided  fur¬ 
ther,  Thayxhis  shall  not  be  deemed  to  re¬ 
quire  a  transfer  to  an  educational  institution 
which  Bus  no  contractual  or  other  interest 
in  thamousing  or  the  land  on  which  it  is  lo¬ 
cate/  except  that  of  a  lessor.  As  used  in  this 
,  the  term  ‘temporary  housing’  shall 
i  any  housing  (including  trailers  and 
mobile  or  portable  housing)  con¬ 
structed,  acquired,  or  made  available  under 
this  title  V,  and  includes  any  structures,  ap¬ 
purtenances,  and  other  property,  real  or  per¬ 
sonal,  acquired  for  or  held  in  connection 
therewith. 

“(b)  The  filing  of  a  request  under  this  sec¬ 
tion  must  be  made  within  120  days  of  the 
date  of  enactment  of  the  section  and  shall 
be  authorized  by  the  board  of  trustees  or 
other  governing  body  of  the  institution  mak¬ 
ing  the  request.  Such  request  shall  be  ac¬ 
companied  by  an  opinion  of  the  chief  law 
officer  or  legal  counsel  of  the  institution 
making  the  request  to  the  effect  that  it  has 
legal  authority  to  make  the  request,  to  ac¬ 
cept  the  transfet  of  and  operate  any  prop¬ 
erty  involved,  and  to  perform  its  obligations 
under  this  section.  The  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  313  of  this  act  (and  the  contractual 
obligations  of  the  educational  institution 
to  the  Federal  Government  with  respect 
thereto)  shall  cease  to  apply  to  any  tempo¬ 
rary  housing  to  which  rights  are  relinquished 
or  transferred  under  this  section  505  if  (and 
only  if)  the  request  therefor  is  supported 
by  a  resolution  of  the  governing  body  of  the 
municipality  or  county  having  jurisdiction 
in  the  area  specifically  approving  the  waiver 
of  the  requirements  of  said  section  313.  The 
Administrator  shall  act  as  promptly  as  prac¬ 
ticable  on  any  request  which  complies  with 
the  provisions  of  this  section  505  and  is  fully 
npported  as  herein  required. 

(c)  In  filling  vacancies  in  any  housing 
fofV^hich  rights  are  relinquished  or  trans¬ 
ferred  under  subsection  (a)  of  this  section, 
prefei'ence  shall  be  given  to  veterans  of  World 
War  II  <or  servicemen,  who  are  students  at 
the  educational  institution,  and  their  fam¬ 
ilies:  Pro-Hided,  That  the  educational  insti¬ 
tution  shall 't>e  deemed  to  comply  with  this 
subsection  (c),if  it  makes  available  to  vet¬ 
erans  of  World  War  II  or  servicemen  and 
their  families  accommodations  in  any  hous¬ 
ing  of  the  institution  equal  in  number  to 
the  accommodatioris  in  the  housing  for 
which  such  rights  are" relinquished  or  trans¬ 
ferred.” 

Sec.  2.  (a)  Any  Federakagency  (including 
any  wholly  owned  GovernrHent  corporation) 
administering  utility  installations  connected 
to  a  utility  system  for  houslpg  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Housing  and  Home  Finance 
Administrator  is  authorized —  \ 

(1)  to  continue  to  provide  utilities  and 
utility  services  to  such  housing  as  ldpg  as  it 
is  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Adminis¬ 
trator; 

(2)  to  contract  with  the  purchasers '  or 
transferees  of  such  housing  to  continue  tire 
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"Utility  connection  with  such  Installations 
and  furnish  such  utilities  and  services  as 
may  be  available  and  needed  in  connection 
with -such  housing,  for  such  period  of  time 
(not  exceeding  the  period  of  Federal  ad¬ 
ministration  of  such  installations)  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  such  terms  (including  the  payment  of 
the  pro  rate  cost  of  the  Government  or  the 
market  value  of  the  utilities  and  services 
furnished,  wntehever  is  greater)  as  may  be 
determined  by\he  head  of  the  agency; 

(3)  to  dispose  ipf  such  installations,  when 
excess  to  the  need’s, of  the  agency,  and  where 
not  excess  to  granPvan  option  to  purchase, 
to  the  purchasers  dr  transferees  of  such 
housing,  for  an  amoupkjiot  less  than  the  ap¬ 
praised  value  of  the  installations  and  upon 
such  terms  and  conditionals  the  head  of  the 
agency  shall  establish. 

(b)  Any  Federal  agency  including  any 
wholly  owned  Government  corporation )  hav¬ 
ing  under  its  jurisdiction  lands  Across  which 
run  any  part  of  a  utility  system  fyr  housing 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Administra¬ 
tor  is  authorized  to  grant  to  the  Adminis¬ 
trator,  or  to  the  purchasers  or  transferees 
of  such  housing,  easements  (which  m%  be 
perpetual)  on  such  land  for  utility  purpokps. 

Sec.  3.  Section  4  of  the  act  entitled 
act  to  expedite  the  provision  of  housing  if 
connection  with  national  defense,  and  for 
other  purposes,”  approved  October  14,  1940, 
as  amended,  is  hereby  amended  by  striking 
out  the  period  at  the  end  thereof  and  add¬ 
ing  the  following :  “ :  Provided  further.  That, 
for  the  purposes  of  this  section,  housing 
constructed  or  acquired  under  the  provisions 
of  Public  Law  781,  Seventy-sixth  Congress, 
approved  September  9,  1940,  or  Public  Laws 
9,  73,  or  353,  Seventy-seventh  Congress,  ap¬ 
proved  respectively,  March  1,  1941,  May  21, 
1941,  and  December  17,  1941,  shall  be  deemed 
to  be  housing  constructed  or  acquired  under 
this  act.” 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
the  following  committee  amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Committee  amendments  offered  by  Mr. 
Dondero  : 

Page  6,  line  16,  substitute  the  word  “to” 
for  the  word  “of.” 

Page  7,  line  16,  substitute  “24”  for  “21”  af¬ 
ter  the  word  “May.” 

Add  the  following  new  section: 

“Sec.  4.  Section  313  of  the  act  entitled  ‘An 
act  to  expedite  the  provision  of  housing  in 
connection  with  national  defense,  and  for 
other  purposes,’  approved  October  14,  1940,  as 
amended,  is  hereby  amended  by  striking  out 
the  following  words  in  the  second  sentence: 

‘2  years  after  the  President  declares  that  the 
emergency  declared  by  him  on  September  W, 
1939,  has  ceased  to  exist'  and  inserting>fln 
lieu  thereof  ‘January  1,  1950’.” 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Chairman/l  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  amendments 
be  considered  en  bloc. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  thei^'  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentfeman  from 
Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection! 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendments  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Michigan.  . 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  committee  amendment  as  amended. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Under  the  rule,  thU' 
Committee  rises. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and 
the  Speaker  having  resumed  the  chair, 
Mr.  Elston,  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the 
Union,  reported  that  that  Committee, 
having  had  under  consideration  the  bill  ‘ 
(H.  R.  5710)  to  amend  the  act  entitled 
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“An  act  to  expedite  the  provision  of 
housing  in  connection  with  national  de¬ 
fense,  and  for  other  purposes,”  approved 
October  14,  1940,  as  amended,  pursuant 
to  House  Resolution  622,  he  reported 
the  bill  back  to  the  House  with  an  amend¬ 
ment  adopted  by  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole. 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  rule,  the 
previous  question  is  ordered. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment, 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  engrossment  and  third  reading  of  the" 
bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time  and  was  read  the 
third  time. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  passage  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  passed. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  SAEATH  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
k Record  and  include  a  speech  he  made 
iesterday  at  the  statue  of  former  Justice 
of-, the  Supreme  Court  John  Marshall. 

PRICE  of  Illinois  asked  and  was 
giveftspermission  to  extend  his  refiiarks 
in  the\RECORD  in  two  instances, "in  one 
to  include  the  text  of  Pope  jPius  XII’s 
address  tacardinals  and  in  the  other  to 
include  a  flsjegram. 

H.  R.  6794 

Mr.  WALTER.  Mr. 'Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  ttiat  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary  iu»y  have  until  mid¬ 
night  tonight  to  fj#e-^  report  on  the  bill 
H.  R.  6794.  /  \ 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  tt^ere  objection  to 
the  request  oMhe  gentleman  from  Penn¬ 
sylvania?  /  \ 

There  w^fs  no  objection.  \ 
SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATIONS  FOR 
THE  BgDERAL  SECURITY  AGEN&Y,  1949 

MjffKEEFE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  asl^man- 
iniaus  consent  to  take  from  the  Speaker’s 
tafcle  the  bill  (H.  R.  6355)  making  s^ 
Slemental  appropriations  for  the  Federfc 
"Security  Agency  for  the  fiscal  year  end¬ 
ing  June  30,  1949,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses,  with  Senate  amendments  thereto, 
disagree  to  the  Senate  amendments,  and 
agree  to  the  conference  asked  by  the 
Senate. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Wis¬ 
consin?  [After  a  pause.]  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  appoints  the  following 
conferees:  Messrs.  Keefe,  H.  Carl  Ander¬ 
sen,  Schwabe  of  Oklahoma,  Church, 
Rooney,  Hendricks,  and  Fogarty. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  GRANT  of  Alabama  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  extend  his  re¬ 
marks  in  the  Record  and  include  an  ad¬ 
dress  delivered  by  Warren  S.  Reese. 

^PBPAittTMBNT  OP' 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois,  from  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Rules,  reported  the  following 
privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  624,  Rept. 
No.  2183),  which  was  referred  to  the 
House  Calendar  and  ordered  to  be 
printed. 

Resolved,  That,  immediately  upon  the 
adoption  of  this  resolution,  the  bill  (H.  R, 


5883)  making  appropriations  for  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  (exclusive  of  the  Farm 
Credit  Administration)  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1949,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses,  with  Senate  amendments  thereto  be, 
and  the  same  is  hereby,  taken  from  the 
Speaker’s  table;  that  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ments  be,  and  they  are  hereby,  disagreed 
to  by  the  House;  that  the  conference  re¬ 
quested  by  the  Senate  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  "Houses  on  the  said  bill  be, 
and  hereby  is,  agreed  to  by  the  House;  and 
that  the  Speaker  shall  immediately  appoint 
conferees  without  intervening  motion. 

*ON  AH> 

Mr.  ALLEN  c|, 'Illinois,  from  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Rul^s,  reported  the  following 
privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  633,  Rept. 
No.  2184)/^  which  was  referred  to 
the  House^Calendar  and  ordered  to  be 
printed:^ 

Resol/ed,  That  upon  the  adoption  ot  this 
resolution  it  shall  be  in  order  to  move  that 
the  Jlouse  resolve  itself  into  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the  Union 
fpT  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  6801) 
.•making  appropriations  for  foreign  aid  for 
the  period  beginning  April  3,  1948,  and  end¬ 
ing  June  30,  1949,  and  for  other  purposes, 
and  all  points  of  order  against  the  bill  or 
any  provisions  contained  therein  are  hereby 
waived.  That  after  general  debate,  which 
shall  be  confined  to  the  bill  and  continue 
not  to  exceed  4  hours,  to  be  equally  divided 
and  controlled  by  the  chairman  and  rank¬ 
ing  minority  member  of  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations,  the  bill  shall  be  read  for 
amendmentLunder  the  5-minute  rule.  At  the 
conclusion  of  the  reading  of  the  bill  for 
amendment  the  Committee  shall  rise  and 
report  the  same  to  the  House  with  such 
amendments  as  may  have  been  adopted,  and 
the  previous  question  shall  be  considered  as 
ordered  on  the  bill  and  amendments  thereto 
to  final  passage  without  intervening  motion 
except  one.  motion  to  recommit. 

VIRGIN  ISLANDS  CORPORATION 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois,  from  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Rules,  reported  the  following 
privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  634,  Rept. 
No.  2185),  which  was  referred  to  the 
House  Calendar  and  ordered  to  be 
printed : 

Resolved,  That  immediately  upon  the 
adoption  of  this  resolution  it  shall  be  in  order 
to  move  that  the  House  resolve  itself  into 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration  of 
>vthe  bill  (H.  R.  5904)  to  incorporate  the  Vir- 
^n  Islands  Corporation,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses,  and  all  points  of  order  against  said 
bilfwe  hereby  waived.  That  after  general 
debafi?,  which  shall  be  confined  to  the  bill  and 
continue  not  to  exceed  1  hour,  to  be  equally 
divided  arid  controlled  by  the  chairman  and 
ranking  minority  member  of  the  Committee 
on  Public \ands,  the  bill  shall  be  read  for 
amendmenttinder  the  5-minute  rule.  At  the 
conclusion  of\he  consideration  of  the  bill 
for  amendment\he  Committee  shall  rise  and 
report  the  bill  to  t)ke  House  with  such  amend¬ 
ments  as  may  haT%  been  adopted  and  the 
previous  question  sliVU  be  considered  as  or¬ 
dered  on  the  bill  anck  amendments  thereto 
to  final  passage  without,  intervening  motion 
except  one  motion  to  rec^jnmit. 


EXTENSION  OF  Rl 


ARKS 


-  Mr.  JAVITS  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  rem^ks  in  the 
Record  in  two  instances. 

Mr.  RAMEY  (at  the  request?  of  Mr. 
Halleck)  was  given  permission  to  Extend 
his  remarks  in  the  Record  and  inejude 
extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  LARCADE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
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marks  at  that  point  in  the  Record  fol¬ 
lowing  the  opening  statement  by  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Dondero] 
on  the  bill  H.  R.  6419. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  reqCiest  of  the  gentleman  from  Lou¬ 
isiana? 

There  whs  no  objection. 

HOUR  Of"  MEETING  TOMORROW 

Mr.  HALLEbK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  when  the  House 
adjourns  today  it  adjourn  to  meet  at  10 
o’clock  tomorrow  rooming. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is- there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  In¬ 
diana? 

There  was  no  objection!' 

LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 

By  unanimous  consent,  leave  of  ab¬ 
sence  was  granted  to  Mr.  Potts,  for  Fri¬ 
day,  June  4,  1948,  on  account  of  official 
business. 

ENROLLED  BILL  AND  JOINT  RESOLUTION 
SIGNED  \ 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE,  from  the  Committee 
on  House  Administration,  reported  that 
that  committee  had  examined  and  found 
truly  enrolled  a  bill  and  joint  resolution 
of  the  House  of  the  following  titles,  which 
were  thereupon  signed  by  the  Speaker: 

H.  R.  5816.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  of  April 
25.  1947,  relating  to  the  establishment  of  the 
Theodore  Roosevelt  National  Memorial  Park, 
and  for  other  purposes;  anjV 

H.  J.  Hes.  246.  Joint  resolution  to  author¬ 
ize  the  issuance  of  a  special  series  of  stamps 
commemorative  of  the  one  hundredth  anni¬ 
versary  of  the  poultry  industry  in  the  United 
States. 

BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESOLUTIONS  PRE¬ 
SENTED  TO  THE  PRESIDENT 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE,  from  the  Committee 
on  House  Administration,  reported  that 
that  committee  did  on  the  following  dates 
present  to  the  President,  for  his  approval, 
bills  and  joint  resolutions  of  the  House 
of  the  following  titles: 

On  May  20,  1948: 

H.  R.  1878.  An  act  to  amend  the  immigra¬ 
tion  laws  to  deny  admission  to  the  United 
States  of  aliens  who  may  be  coming  here 
for  the  purpose  of  engaging  in  activities 
which  will  endanger  the  public  safety  of  the 
United  States; 

H.  R.  3219.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Federal 
Works  Administrator  or  officials  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Works  Agency  duly  authorized  by  him 
to  appoint  special  policemen  for  duty.  Upon 
Federal  property  under  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Federal  Works  Agency,  and  for  other 
purposes; 

H.  R.  3510.  An  act  to  authorize  the  con¬ 
struction,  protection,  operation,  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  public  airports  in  the  Territory  of 
Alaska;  and 

H.  R.  5193.  An  act  to  amend  the  Nationality 
Act  of  1940. 

On  June  2,  1948;/ 

H.  R.  669.  An  act  taT  provide  a  method  of 
paying  certain  unsettled"  claims  for  damages 
sustained  as  a  resUlt  of  the  explosions  at 
Port  Chicago,  CaJif.,  on  July  17,  1944,  in  the 
amounts  found/to  be  due  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy; 

H.  R.  1508.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Lula  Wilson  Nevers; 

H.  R.  1£72.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Basque 
aliens;  / 

H.  BC  2131.  An  actT  for  the  relief  of  Fred 
E.  Gjfoss; 

it  R.  3638.  An  act  to  amend  section  10  of 
the  act  establishing  a  National  Archives  of 
the  United  States  Government; 


H.  R.  3805.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas 
A.  W.  Elder; 

H.  R.  4954.  An  act  to  authorize  the  con¬ 
struction,  operation,  and  maintenance,  under 
Federal  reclamation  law?,  of  the  Kennewick 
division  of  the  Yakima  project,  Washington; 

H.R.  5151.  An  act  authorizing  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Interior  to  issue  to  James  P.  Love 
a  patent  to  certain  lands  in  the  State  of 
Mississippi; 

H.  R.  5155.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Interior  to  have  made  by  the 
Public  Roads  Administration  and  the  Na¬ 
tional  Park  Service  a  joint  reconnaissance 
survey  of  the  Chesapeake  and  Ohio  canal 
between  Great  Falls  and  Cumberland,  upon 
advisability  of  a  parkway  thereon; 

H.  R.  5283.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  dis¬ 
posal  of  surplus  sand  at  Fort  Story,  Va.; 

H.  R.  5553.  An  act  to  amend  paragraph  1772 
of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  amended; 

H.  R.  5587.  An  act  to  add  certain  lands  to 
the  Theodore  Roosevelt  National  Memorial 
Park,  in  the  State  of  North  Dakota,  and  for 
other  purposes; 

H.  R.  5607.  An  act  making  appropriations 
for  the  Departments  of  State,  Justice,  Com¬ 
merce,  and  the  Judiciary,  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1949,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  5965.  An  act  to  amend  paragraph  813 
of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930; 

H.  R.  6056.  An  act  to  amend  an  act  of  j 
dqngress  approved  February  9,  1881,  whicjr 
grated  a  right-of-way  for  railroad  purposes 
through  certain  lands  of  the  United  States  in 
Richmond  County,  N.  Y.;  / 

H.  R/B071.  An  act  to  provide  for  thp 'treat¬ 
ment  of  sexual  psycopaths  in  the  District  of 
Columbia, for  other  purposes?' 

H.  R.  6078\An  act  to  amend  .Section  303 
(e)  of  the  interstate  Commerce  Act,  as 
amended; 

H.  R.  6091.  An\pt  to  withdraw  certain  land 
as  available  land  (Wthin  th«  meaning  of  the 
Hawaiian  Homes  CotomisKon  Act  of  1920  (42 
Stat.  108),  as  amende^,  and  to  restore  it  to 
its  previous  status  unifier  the  control  of  the 
Territory  of  Hawaii;  - 

H.  R.  6242.  An  apt’  to  continue  until  the 
close  of  June  30,  1949,  the  present  suspension 
of  import  duties’  on  scrap  i^n,  scrap  steel, 
and  nonferrouc  metal  scrap;  \ 

H.  J.  Res.  340.  Joint  resolution ^o  authorize 
the  issuance  of  a  special  series  )pf  stamps 
commemorative  of  the  one-hundredth  anni¬ 
versary  of  the  founding  of  the  American 
Turners  Society  in  the  United  States,  ■ 

H.  J.  Res.  341.  Joint  resolution  to  authWize 
the  issuance  of  a  special  series  of  startups 
commemorative  of  the  one  hundredth  aft^ 
niversary  of  the  founding  of  Fort  Kearney* 
/  in  the  State  of  Nebraska; 

H.  J.  Res.  384.  Joint  resolution  to  permit 
articles  imported  from  foreign  countries  for 
the  purpose  of  exhibition  at  the  International 
Industrial  Exposition,  Incorporated,  Atlantic 
City,  N.  J.,  to  be  admitted  without  payment 
of  tariff,  and  for  other  purposes;  and 

H.  J.  Res.  395.  Joint  resolution  to  extend  the 
time  for  the  release,  free  of  estate  and  gift 
tax,  of  powers  of  apptointment,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

On  June  3,  1948: 

H.  R.  3680.  An  act  to  amend  section  207, 
213,  215,  216,  220,  222,  and  225,  of  title  2  of  the 
Hawaiian  Homes  Commission  Act,  1920,  as 
amended; 

H.  R.  5816.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  of  April 
25,  1947,  relating  to  the  establishment  of  the 
Theodore  Roosevelt  National  Memorial  Park, 
and  for  other  purposes;  and 

H.  J.  Res.  246.  Joint  resolution  to  authorize 
the  issuance  of  a  special  series  of  stamps 
commemorative  of  the  one-hundredth  anni¬ 
versary  of  the  poultry  industry  in  the  United 
States. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly 
(at  5  o’clock  and  12  minutes  p.  m.)  the 


House,  under  its  previous  order,  ad¬ 
journed  until  tomorrow,  Friday,  June  4, 
1948,  at  10  o’clock  a.  m. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  .  ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV,  executive 
communications  were  taken  .  from  the 
Speaker’s  table  and  referred/as  follows: 

1613.  A  communication  fropj  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  transmitting  a  supple¬ 
mental  estimate  of  appropriation  for  the 
fiscal  year  1949  in  the  a^hount  of  $6,000,000 
for  the  Department  of-  the  Army  (H.  Doc. 
No.  693 ) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Appropria¬ 
tions  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

1614.  A  letter  frdm  the  Comptroller  Gen¬ 
eral  of  the  Unbred  States,  transmitting  a 
report  on  the  atidit  of  Home  Owners’  Loan 
Corporation  f fit  the  fiscal  year  ended  June 
30,  1947  (H.  Doc.  No.  694);  to  the  Committee 
on  Expenditures  in  the  Executive  Depart¬ 
ments  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

1615.  A  communication  from  the  President 
of  the/United  States,  transmitting  a  draft  of 
a  proposed  provision  pertaining  to  an  appro¬ 
priation  for  the  fiscal  year  1949  for  the 
National  Advisory  Committee  for  Aeronautics 
AH.  Doc.  No.  695);  to  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

1616.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  transmitting  a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill 
to  repeal  the  Canal  Zone  Retirement  Act, 
and  to  extend  the  Civil  Service  Retirement 
Act,  with  amendments,  to  employees  affected 
by  such  repeal;  to  the  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service. 

1617.  A  letter  from  the  Under  Secretary, 
Department  of  Agriculture,  transmitting  the 
report  on  cooperation  of  the  United  States 
with  Mexico  in  the  control  and  eradication 
of  foot-and-mouth  disease  under  the  terms 
of  Public  Law  8,  Eightieth  Congress,  for  the 
month  of  April  1948;  to  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture. 


REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES  ON  PUBLIC 
BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XIII,  reports  of 
committees  were  delivered  to  the  Clerk 
for  printing  and  reference  to  the  proper 
calendar,  as  follows: 

Mr.  CLASON :  Committee  on  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices.  H.  R.  6247.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the 
air  security  and  defense  of  the  United  States, 
to  establish  the  composition  of  the  Air  Force, 
and  for  other  purposes;  with  amendments 
(Rept.  No.  2169).  Referred  to  the  Commit¬ 
tee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the 
ViJnion. 

Mr.  HINSHAW :  Committee  on  Interstate 
artd  Foreign  Commerce.  S.  2456.  An  act  to 
provide  safety  in  aviation  and  to  direct  a 
stud^,  of  the  causes  and  characteristics  of 
thunderstorms  and  other  atmospheric  dis¬ 
turbance?;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
2170).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  Houie  on  the  State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  ANDREWS  of  New  York:  Committee 
on  Armed  Services.  S.  1783.  An  act  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  retention  in  the  service  of  certain 
disabled  Army  arid  Air  Force  personnel,  and 
for  other  purposes;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  2172).  Referred  to  the  Commit¬ 
tee  of  the  Whole  Houye  on  the  State  of  the 
Union. 

Mr.  TABER:  CommifUee  on  Appropria¬ 
tions.  H.  R.  6801.  A  bill\iaking  appropria¬ 
tions  for  foreign  aid  for  the\eriod  beginning 
April  3,  1948,  and  ending  Jurle  30,  1949,  and 
for  other  purposes;  without4,  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  2173) .  Referred  to  th'fc  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  Stttfe  of  the 
Union. 

Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE:  Committee  On  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service.  House  Joint  Resolu¬ 
tion  327.  Joint  resolution  to  authorize,  the 
issuance  of  a  special  series  of  stamps  com¬ 
memorative  of  Juliette  Low,  founder  and 
organizer  of  Girl  Scouting  in  the  United- 
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^States  of  America;  with  an  amendment  (Rept. 
Nto.  2174) .  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
WHcle  House  on  the  State  of  the  Union. 

mK  FOOTE:  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  1200.  An  act  to  create  a  commission  to 
hear  and  determine  the  claims  of  certain 
motor  carriers;  with  amendments  (Rept. 
No.  2182) .  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Ill-inois:  Committee  on 
Rules.  House  Resolution  624.  Resolution 
agreeing  to  the  conference  requested  by  the 
Senate  on  the  bill  (H.  R.  5883)  making  ap¬ 
propriations  for  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  (exclusive  of  the  Farm  Credit  Admin¬ 
istration)  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1949,  and  for  other  purposes;  without  amend¬ 
ment  (Rept.  No.  2183).  Referred  to  the 

House  Calendar.  _ _ 

-  i^'TltX'ETT'oT'Iirfiio'll  rComimtte^ 1  "fttf  tfllles. 
House  Resolution  633.  Resolution  providing 
for  consideration  of  H.  R.  6801,  a  bill  making 
appropriations  for  foreign  aid  for  the  period 
beginning  April  3,  1948,  and  ending  June 
30,  1949,  and  for  other  purposes;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2184).  Referred  to 
the  House  Calendar.  ■ 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois:  Committee  on  Rules. 
House  Resolution  634.  Resolution  providing 
for  consideration  of  H.  R.  5904,  a  bill  to  ini 
corporate  the  Virgin  Islands  Corporation,  and 
for  other  purposes;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  2185).  Referred  to  the  House 
Calendar. 

Mr.  HOPE:  Committee  on  Agriculture.  S. 
1090.  An  act  to  safeguard  and  consolidate 
certain  areas  of  exceptional  public  value 
within  the  Superior  National  Forest,  State 
of  Minnesota,  and  for  other  purposes;  with 
amendments  (Rept.  No.  2186).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  HOPE:  Committee  on  Agriculture.  S. 
2137.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  protection 
of  potato  and  tomato  production  from  the 
golden  nematode,  and  for  other  purposes; 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2187).  Re¬ 
ferred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  O’HARA:  Committee  on  the  District 
of  Columbia.  S.  1266.  An  act  to  amend  sec¬ 
tion  1064  of  the  act  entitled  “An  act  to  es¬ 
tablish  a  Code  of  Law  for  the  District  of 
Columbia,”  approved  March  3,  1901,  relating 
to  admissibility  of  testimony  by  a  party  to  a 
transaction  when  the  other  party  is  incapa¬ 
ble  of  testifying;  with  an  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  2188) .  Referred  to  the  House  Calendar. 

Mr.  O’HARA:  Committee  on  the  District 
of  Columbia.  S.  1265.  An  act  to  amend  sec¬ 
tions  1301  and  1303  of  the  Code  of  Law  for 
the  District  of  Columbia,  relating  to  liability 
for  causing  death  by  wrongful  act;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2189).  Referred 
the  House  Calendar. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska:  CommitteaTon 
the  District  of  Columbia.  H.  R.  463<S.  A 
bill  to  amend  section  11  of  an  act  entitled 
“An  act  to  regulate  barbers  in  th^District 
of  Columbia,  and  for  other  purposes”;  with¬ 
out  amendment  (Rept.  No.  219oR  Referred 
to  the  Committee  of  the  Whose  House  on 
the  State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  O’HARA:  Committee  the  District  of 
Columbia.  H.  R.  6106.  A/nll  to  amend  the 
act  of  December  20,  lOll^to  provide  for  the 
issuance,  without  examination,  of  licenses  to 
certain  persons  to  engage  in  business;  with 
an  amendment  (Retft.  No.  2191).  Referred 
to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  MILLER  in  Nebraska:  Committee  on 
the  District  m.  Columbia.  H.  R.  6524.  A 
bill  to  amenfxn  act  entitled  “An  act  to  regu¬ 
late  the  practice  of  the  healing  art  to  pro¬ 
tect  the  public  health  in  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia,’*'  approved  February  27,  1929;  with¬ 
out  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2192).  Referred 
to  tfcfe  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
the  State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska:  Committee  on 
the  District  of  Columbia.  H.  R.  6598.  A  bill 


to  amend  section  2  of  the  act  entitled  “An 
act  to  provide  for  insanity  proceedings  in 
the  District  of  Columbia,”  approved  August 
9, 1939;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2193) . 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  BATES  of  Massachusetts:  Committee 
on  the  District  of  Columbia.  H.  R.  6759.  A 
bill  to  provide  additional  revenue  for  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  2194).  Referred  to  the  Commit¬ 
tee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the 
Union. 

Mr.  WALTER :  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H.  R.  6794.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  settle¬ 
ment  of  claims  of  military  personnel  and  ci¬ 
vilian  employees  of  the  War  Department 
or  of  the  Army  for  damage  to  or  loss,  de¬ 
struction,  capture,  or  abandonment  of  per¬ 
sonal  property  occurring  incident  to  their 
service;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2195) . 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  State  of  the  Union. 


REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES  ON  PRIVATE 
BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XIII,  reports  of 
committees  were  delivered  to  the  Clerk 
for  printing  and  reference  to  the  proper 
.alendar,  as  follows: 

r.  LEWIS  of  Ohio:  Committee  on  t: 
Judiciary.  H.  R.  6216.  A  bill  to  correct  nes- 
sibleXnequity  in  the  case  of  a  certain  :yrpli- 
cationSfor  letters  patent  of  William  R./Blair; 
withoufGmendment  (Rept.  No.  2171fl.  Re¬ 
ferred  to  lhe  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  JENMNGS:  Committee  onAhe  Judi¬ 
ciary.  S.  An  act  conferring  Jurisdic¬ 

tion  upon  thdUUnited  States  Elistrict  Court 
for  the  Distric^of  Nebraskavto  hear,  deter¬ 
mine,  and  rendenJudgmentnrpon  the  claims 
of  John  J.  Higgles  an^  others;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  "Bo.  ,,2175) .  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  Whole  House. 

Mr.  JENNINGS:  Cjttnciittee  0n  the  Judi¬ 
ciary.  S.  1C62.  An?  ac\  for  the  relief  of 
Mrs.  Christine  Wjft  andWrs.  Jesse  West; 
without  amendnjent  (Rept^lo.  2176).  Re¬ 


ferred  to  the 
Mr.  JENNi: 
ciary.  S 
Lorraine 
(Rept.  Ni 


H; 


mittee  of  tl^  Whole  House. 

:  Committee  icn  the  Judi- 
An  act  for  the  relief  of 
;rns  Mullen;  without  amendment 
2177).  Referred  to  the  vommit 
tee  of  Ufe  Whole  House. 

Mr.jqENNINGS :  Committee  on  the'Mudi- 
S.  1835.  An  act  for  the  reliel  of 
y  Daniels;  without  amendment  (Refet. 
2178).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
Whole  House. 

Mr.  JENNINGS:  Committee  on  the  Judi¬ 
ciary.  H.  R.  1170.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of 
Bernice  Green;  without  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  2179).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  CASE  of  New  Jersey:  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary.  H.  R,  3848.  A  bill  for  the 
relief  of  the  estates  of  Arthur  F.  Saladino, 
Joseph  Spivack,  and  Irving  Weinberg;  with 
amendments  (Rept.  No.  2180).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  Flouse. 

Mr.. REEVES;  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H.  R.  4133.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Leslie  A. 
Harber;  with  an  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
2181).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII,  public 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows : 

By  Mr.  WALTER: 

H.  R.  6794.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  settle¬ 
ment  of  claims  of  military  personnel  and 
civilian  employees  of  the  War  Department 
or  of  the  Army  for  damage  to  or  loss,  destruc¬ 
tion,  capture,  or  abandonment  of  personal 
property  occurring  incident  to  their  service; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


By  Mr.  WEICHEL: 

H.  R.  6795.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Surple 
Property  Act  of  1944,  as  amended,  so  as 
provide  a  priority  for  veterans  in  the  pCr- 
chase  of  certain  residential  property;  tp  the 
Committee  on  Expenditures  in  the  Executive 
Departments. 

H,  R.  6796.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Grfnal  Zone 
Code  for  the  purpose  of  incorporating  the 
Panama  Railroad  Company;  to/he  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Merchant  Marine  and  ^Fisheries. 

By  Mr.  HUBER: 

H.  R.  6797.  A  bill  to  provide  pensions  for 
disability  and  age  for  veterans  of  World  War 
I  in  the  same  amounts>as  now  provided  for 
veterans  of  the  war  wrfth  Spain,  the  Philip¬ 
pine  Insurrection,  arfu  the  Boxer  Rebellion, 
and  for  other  puiVoses;  to  the  Committee 
on  Veterans'  Affmfs. 

V  By  Mr.  CJttJRCH: 

H.  R.  6798.  Vbill  to  encourage  enterprise 
capital  invesftnent  in  private  business  and 
aid  industml  preparedness  for  national 
emergencies  by  abolishing  mandatory  depre¬ 
ciation  Reductions  in  loss  years  and  per¬ 
mitting  reduced  depreciation  deductions  in 
low-i/icome  years  for  Federal  tax  purposes; 
to  Re  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  WOLVERTON : 

H.  R.  6799.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Railroad 
Retirement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended,  to  in- 
/  crease  the  salaries  of  the  members  of  the 
Railroad  Retirement  Board;  to  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

By  Mr.  GRANT  of  Indiana: 

H.  R.  6800.  A  bill  to  amend  sections  3108 
and  3250  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code,  and 
for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  TABER: 

H.  R.  6301.  A  bill  making  appropriations 
for  foreign  aid  for  the  period  beginning*April 
3,  1948,  and  ending  June  30,  1949,  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Appro¬ 
priations. 

By  Mr.  EATON: 

H.  R.  6802.  A  bill  to  strengthen  the  United 
Nations  and  promote  international  coopera¬ 
tion  for  peace;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  MEADE  of  Kentucky : 

H.  R.  6803.  A  bill  to  authorize  an  increase 
in  the  annual  appropriation  for  the  mainte¬ 
nance  and  operation  of  the  Gorgas  Memorial 
Laboratory;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 

By  Mr.  HARDIE  SCOTT: 

H.  R.  6804.  A  bill  to  mend  the  National  La¬ 
bor  Relations  Act  .go  as  to  eliminate  the  ne¬ 
cessity  of  holding  an  election  as  a  condition 
to  the  making  of  an  agreement  requiring 
membership  in  a  labor  organization  as  a  con- 
ition  of  employment;  to  the  Committee  on 
.ucation  and  Labor.- 
By  Mr.  ANGELL: 

H.^E.  6805.  A  bill  to  provide  emergency  aid 
for  tnW  repair,  restoration,  or  reconstruction 
of  pubflc  facilities  damaged  or  destroyed  by 
certain  o^astrophes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations. 

By  mXd’ewart: 

H.  R.  6806.  Ak  bill  to  authorize  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Agricuffere  to  accept  buildings  and 
improvements  constructed  and  affected  by 
the  Buffalo  Rapids  Farms  Associations  on 
project  lands  in  tne  Buffalo  Rapids  water 
conservation  and  utilisation  project  and  can¬ 
celing  certain  indebtedness  of  the  associa¬ 
tion,  and  for  other  pur-pa^s;  to  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  AgricW  ure. 

By  Mr.  DIRKSEN: 

H.  R.  6807.  A  bill  to  ameftd  the  Federal 
Regulation  of  Lobbying  Act;  td^he  Commit¬ 
tee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  FORAND: 

H.  R.  6808.  A  bill  to  permit  refund^1'  credit 
to  brewers  of  taxes  paid  on  beer  1  os t\n  bot¬ 
tling  operations;  to  the  Committee  or^JVays 
and  Meg,ns. 

By  Mr.  JUDD: 

H.  R.  6809.  A  bill  to  provide  the  privlleg 
of  becoming  a  naturalized  citizen  of  the 
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approved  hills  to  increase  farm- tenant-loan  interest  rates,  transfer  alcohol  plants 
to  USBA,  and  authorize  certain  CC C  suga.r-pro^c er  claims. 

tse 


1.  FOREIGN— AIB  APPROPRIATIONS.  Passe/withNanendments  H.  R.  6801,  the  1949  fofeign- 
aid  Appropriation  Bill  (pp.  733j/,66).  Th\  resolution  providing  for  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  hill 'was  agreed  tjjrhy  a  329-22  \pte  (p.  73^0). 

Agreed  to  the  folio  wing  amendments: 

'By  Rep.  Andersen,  Minp.,  limiting' the  amount  ^hich  may  he,  spent  for  farm 
machinery  from  t^se  appropriations  to  $50 ,0^0,000  (pp.  737^ — 7 ) • 

By  Rep.  Murray,  Whs. ,  providing  that  at.  least  $6^000,000  of  these  appro¬ 
priations  he  jspent  for  acquiring  in  the  U.  S.  nonfat  dry  milk  solids,  hy 
a  6l~53  voW‘  (p.  7381). 

Clarifying  aip/ndments  hy  Reps.  Taber"  and  Judd  (pp^~  73^0^  7364)* 

Rejected  the /Yollo wing  amendment  s: 

By  Rep.y^irksen,  Ill*,  to  provide  that  the  SEP  funds  he  available  for  a  year 
instead  of  15  months,  hy  a. 113-148  vote  (pp.  7 363-7.1  ).• 

By  Rep.  Celler,  IT*  _  Y, ,  prohibiting  these  funds  from  being  provT&pd  to  Bri¬ 
tain,  hy  a  12-1%  vote  (pp.  7377—60). 

Rep*  Hope,  Kans* ,  to  amend  tho  provision  that  none  of  the-  funds '\e  used 
to  purchase  goods  at  more  than  the  market  price  except  those  commodities 
in  possession  of  CCC  and  which  have  been  acquired  under  the  Steagr 
amendment •*  The  proposed  amendment,  \diich  was  defeated  59~S9-,  would-  h?vve 
made  this  exception  applicable  to  "any  price  support  or  stabilization 


/ 
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progran”  which  night  take  the  place  of  the  Steagall  amendment*,  (p*  7321*) 

Rejected  a  motion,  "by  Rep*  Cannon,  Mo*,  to  recommit  the  hill  with  instruct¬ 
ions  that  it  he  reported  with  the  Dirksen  amendment  (p*  7326)* 


~rn;  i  w 


2*  AGRICULTURAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL.  Agreed,  2o4-l4o,  without  amendment  to  H*  Res. 
624,  providing  for, a  conference  on  this  hill,  H.  R.  5223*  Reps*  Dirksen, 
Plunleyv  Andersen,  Horan,  Phillips,  Cannon,  Sheppard,  and  Whitten  were  appoint¬ 
ed  conferees*  (pp*  7322-33*)  Senate  conferees  were  appointed  May>25*. ... • 


3.  FERTILIZER*  V  Rep;  'Brown,  G-a*,  discussed  the  provisions  of  H.  R*>6659  (emergency- 
powers  continuation)  regarding  fertilizer  materials  (p.*  7322)/  ’  .  j 


4*  LEGISLATIVE  APPPOFRI  ATI  OH  BILL.  House  conferees  were  appointed  bn  this  hill.,, 
H*  R.  65OO  (p*  *7531) •’  Senate  conferees  were  appointed  June  3* 


•p 


5.  HEALTH.  Received  the  conference  report  on  S.  J*-Res.  9p»  .mrovidirg ’ for  U*  S. 
participation  in  th eWorld  Health  Organization  (p,  7335)* 


6.  TREASURY— POST  OFFICE  APPROPRIATION  BILL*.  Received/xhe  conference  report  on  this 
hill,:  H.  R.  577C  (pp*  732^yS) •  The  .conferees  ag/eed  to  $1,275,000  for  Bureau 
of  Federal  Supply  "(House  figure;  Senate  figure/  $1,310, 000 ) ;  agreed  to  the 
Senate  amendment  providing  rbmd s  to  increase June  general  supply  fund,  hut  re¬ 
duced  the  Senate  figure ' from  92,000,000  to  $1,500,000*  The  provision  on  type- 
writer  purchases  was  reported  iih  disagreement* 


7*  ALASKA  DEVELOP  MEET  *  Redeived  fronaMA  a^pro  posed  hill  ”to  authorize  a  program 
of  useful  public  irorks  for  the  dev  element  of  the  Territory  of  Alaska,”;  to 
,  Public  Lands  Committee  (p.  7392)* 


o.  PERSONNEL.  The. Post  Office  and_C^s^.l  Service  Committee  submitted  a  report  on 
"organization  functions  and  reiortive  cost\of  personnel  officers”  (H.  Reut. 

.  219S) (P.  7392). 


9*  PRICE  SUPPORTS*  The  Rules  Committee  reported  aV*esoluti on  .for  consideration  of 
H.  R*  6242,  to  continue  ajjfd  amend  the  price- support  program  '(W  734l)*,. 


10.  DISPLACED  PER  SO  ITS*  Thc^/cules  Committee  reported  a  ^solution  for  consideration 
,  of  B*  R,  6396,  to  permit  entry  into  the  U*  S.  of  displaced  persons. (p*  7392)* 


11*  PUBLIC  LAUDS.  The  Phblic  Lands  Committee  reported  with Viendmeht  H*  R.  5555,  to 
amend  the  act  of /93S  providing  for  purchase  of  public  lS^ds  for  home  and 
other  sites  (H./Romt*  2212)  (u*  7392)*' 


12.  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION*  The  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  Contuttee  reported  with 
.  amendment s^.R, 6007, to  create  a  Hational  Science  Foundat ion(  II.Rc^t •  2223) (p. 7393) .  . 


13.  TRAVEL.  ^  Jim e  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  Committee  reported  "without  amendment 
R.  6T36,  to  amend  the  act  authorizing  Interior  to  encourage  travel  in  the 
.  TJ*  S.  (H.  Rept.  2221) (p*  7393 ).  •  \  .  ’  \ 


: .  \ 


1J-.  Th^Rules  Committee  reported  a  resolution  for’- consideration  of  S-* -4l2,  to  proi 
-de  for  WATER  POLLUTION  Control  (u*  7393),*  ‘ 


15^i^AH  RELIEF.  The  Public  Lands  Committee -reported  without  amendment  H;  R*  V 
6cb0,  to  improve  conditions  among  the  Hava  jo  Indians  (H*  Rept.  2212)  (p.  7392)"" 


House  of  Representatives 


SjJ’he  House  met  at  10  o’clock  a.  m. 
le  Chaplain,  Rev.  James  Shera 
Montgomery,  D.  D.,  offered  the  following 
prayer 

O  Spiht  of  God,  be  with  us  and  inspire 
us  to  set\ur  affections  on  the  dateless 
and  spaceless  things  of  Thy  everlasting 
kingdom.  Guide  our  lives  that  they  may 
be  honest  in  tnB  dark  as  in  the  light,  as 
good  in  obscurities  in  publicity,  and  as 
faithful  when  alon\as  when  the  world  is 
looking  on. 

To  Thee,  who  art  Ate  captain  of  our 
salvation,  we  pray  that  our  country  may 
be  freed  from  the  blinding^ower  of  self¬ 
ish  and  ignorant  men  ami  from  any 
works  of  disloyalty  to  our  Government. 
Shame  upon  those  who  enjoy  5be  fruits 
of  the  American  tree  of  life  ancrVet  are 
disloyal  to  our  Republic.  Lord  C^d  of 
hosts,  lead  us  on  in  the  splendor  0$,  a 
mighty  Union,  and  thus  we  shall  full 
our  high  destiny.  In  the  name  of  Christ^* 
Amen. 

THE  JOURNAL 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of 
yesterday  was  read  and  approved. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr. 
Frazier,  its  legislative  clerk,  announced 
that  the  Senate  had  passed  a  joint  and 
concurrent  resolution  of  the  following 
titles,  in  which  the  concurrence  of  the 
House  is  requested: 

S.  J.  Res.  227.  Joint  resolution  providing 
for  appropriate  observance  of  the  two  hun¬ 
dredth  anniversary  of  the  founding  of  Wash¬ 
ington  and  Lee  University;  and 

S.  Con.  Res.  57.  Concurrent  resolution  au¬ 
thorizing  a  change  in  the  enrollment  of  the 
bill  (S.  1025)  to  provide  for  the  construction 
of  shore  protective  works  at  the  town  of 
Nome,  Alaska. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  had  passed,  with  amendments  in 
which  the  concurrence  of  the  House  is 
requested,  a  bill  of  the  House  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  title: 

H.  R.  6430.  An  act  making  appropriation 
for  the  government  of  the  District  of 
lumbia  and  other  activities  chargeabjdf  in 
whole  or  in  part  against  the  revenues  of 
such  District  for  the  fiscal  year  end^Jrg  June 
30,  1949,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  message  also  announp^d  that  the 
Senate  insists  upon  its  amendments  to 
the  foregoing  bill,  reque^  a  conference 
with  the  House  on  the^flisagreeing  votes 
of  the  two  Houses  thgreon,  and  appoints 
Mr.  Dworshak,  Mjtf’  Ball,  Mr.  Young, 
Mr.  Cain,  Mr.  O’^ahoney,  Mr.  McCar- 
ran,  and  Mr.  GjfcEN  to  be  the  conferees 
on  the  part  oDrtie  Senate. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  hajFpassed,  with  amendments  in 
which  the  concurrence  of  the  House  is 
requested,  a  bill  of  the  House  of  the  fol- 
:  title: 

.  6500.  An  act  making  appropriations 
the  legislative  branch  for  the  fiscal  year 
iding  June  30,  1949,  and  for  other  purposes. 
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The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  insists  upon  its  amendments  to 
the  foregoing  bill,  requests  a  conference 
with  the  House  on  the  disagreeing  votes 
of  the  two  Houses  thereon,  and  appoints 
Mr.  Young,  Mr.  Bridges,  Mr.  Salton- 
stall,  Mr.  Dworshak,  Mr.  Tydlngs,  Mr. 
Green,  and  Mr.  Chavez  to  be  the  con¬ 
ferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  agrees  to  the  reports  of  the  com¬ 
mittees  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amend¬ 
ments  of  the  Senate  to  bills  of  the  House 
of  the  following  titles: 

H.  R.  6407.  An  act  to  encourage  the  de¬ 
velopment  of  an  international  air-transpor¬ 
tation  system  adapted  to  the  needs  of  the 
foreign  commerce  of  the  United  States,  of 
the  postal  service,  and  of  the  national  de¬ 
fense,  and  for  other  purposes;  and 

H.  R.  6659.  An  act  to  continue  for  a  tem¬ 
porary  period  certain  powers,  authority,  and 
discretion  conferred  on  the  President  by  the 
’  gecond  Decontrol  Act  of  1947,  and  for  other 
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ie  message  also  announced  that  jnie 
Senate  had  passed,  with  an  amendment 
in  whiSa  the  concurrence  of  the  I^use  is 
requested,  a  joint  resolution^if  the 
House  of  fOe  following  title: 

H.  J.  Res.  290L  Joint  resolutiafr  to  main¬ 
tain  the  status^no  in  respeefcrof  certain  em¬ 
ployment  taxes  3*ad  social«eecurity  benefits 
pending  action  byXjongrjjjs  on  extended  so¬ 
cial  security  coverage 

The  message  al|^l*inounced  that  the 
Senate  insists  Uj#n  it\ amendments  to 
the  foregoing  ^6int  resoiytion,  requests 
a  conference With  the  Hoi&e  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  voVEs  of  the  two  Holies  thereon, 
and  appoints  Mr.  Millikin,  '\lr.  Taft, 
Mr.  BujjtER,  Mr.  George,  and  Mr.  Con- 
nally jfo  be  the  conferees  on  the  Ktrt  of 
the  gSenate. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 


The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  tc 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  fre 
Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

CORRECTION  OF  RECORD/' 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speake/,  I  desire 
to  correct  the  Record.  Ob  yesterday 
during  the  speech  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas  [Mr.  Thomas],  I  interrupted  him 
to  call  attention  to  the  activities  of  Jef¬ 
ferson  Davis  in  selecting  Bethlehem,  Pa., 
as  the  place  to  manufacture  our  armor 
plate.  The  recojrd  was  not  submitted 
to  me  before  it  ^as  placed  in  the  Record, 
and  many  mistakes  are  in  it,  which  I  ask 
to  be  corrected.  ?  d 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  reqi^efet  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis- 
sissipp 

re  was  no  objection. 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

STANLEY  asked  and  was  given 
’permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Record  and  include  a  newspaper  article 
and  an  editorial. 

Mr.  RICH  asked  and  was  given  permis¬ 
sion  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the  Record 
at  this  point. 

THE  NATIONAL  DEBT  AND  FOREIGN  AID 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  hold  in  my 
hand  daily  statement  of  the  United 
States  Treasury  for  June  1,  and  I  find 
that  we  are  in  the  red  $252,010,542,297.51. 
That  is  a  greater  national  debt  than  all 
the  Marshall-plan  countries,  and  yet  we 
are  asked  today  to  appropriate  to  these 
Marshall-plan  countries  over  $6,000,000,- 
000  of  the  American  taxpayers’  money  to 
put  them  on  their  feet,  as  it  were. 

Now,  do  not  overlook  the  fact  that  in 
1945  we  gave  Britain  $4,400,000,000  to  do 
the  job  in  5  years,  and,  by  the  way,  they 
spent  all  this  amount  in  19 14  months. 
Now,  today  we  are  giving  Great  Britain 


v  over  a  billion  dollars  more.  Personally, 
Mr.  ARNOLD  asked  and  was  given'  1  cannot  see  the  sense  in  granting  these 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the  \gifts.  It  would  be  bad  enough  to  give 

em  a  loan  and  to  think  that  would 


Record  and  include  an  editorial. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Record  and  include  two  editorials  eulo¬ 
gizing  the  record  of  the  gentleman  from 
California  [Mr.  Welch],  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Public  Lands. 

Mr.  ELLIS  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Record  and  include  a  newspaper  article. 

JAMES  I.  MATHEWS 

Mr.  COLE  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker, 
on  last  Tuesday  when  the  Private  Calen¬ 
dar  was  called  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
souri  [Mr.  Ploeser]  and  I  objected  to  the 
bill  (H.  R.  2508)  for  the  relief  of  James 
I.  Mathews.  I  am  authorized  by  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Ploeser] 
to  withdraw  his  objection.  I  withdraw 
my  objection  and  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  the  bill  be  restored  to  the  Pri¬ 
vate  Calendar. 


relieve  our  taxpayers  of  the  amount  of 
monty  we  would  have  to  borrow  to  make 
the  losm.  But,  no;  it  is  not  a  loan;  it  is 
a  gift.  T,  am  sure  the  people  of  Britain 
must  think  we  are  the  greatest  suckers 
that  ever  were  in  the  stream,  and  easy 
to  catch. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  let  me  call  to  your 
attention  and  tb,  the  attention  of  the 
Members  of  the  H^use  an  article  in  the 
United  States  News^and  World  Report 
for  June  4.  This  is  w^t  it  says  relative 
to  London: 

Potato  rationing  wgs  lifted  recently,  and 
milk  is  more  abundant.  Fresh  fruits  and 
vegetables  are  a  little  easier  to  g^t,  and  crops 
look  good.  Clothing,  especially  t^e  cheaper 
kind,  is  suddenly  more  plentiful,  kust  now 
there  are  surpluses  in  several  kinds  at,  cloth¬ 
ing,  including  children’s  shoes. 

The  article  goes  on  to  state  jobs  ip 
Britain  are  more  plentiful  than  ever  be- 
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fore.  There  are  20,000,000  persons  work¬ 
ing,  and  only  300,000  unemployed.  This 
compares  with  the  prewar  number  of 
1939,  when  18,500,000  had  jobs  and 
1,500,000  were  unemployed.  Production 
is  risingSsteadily  and  is  25  percent  above 
the  1946 \ate.  There  is  one  fly  in  the 
ointment,  £tad  that  is  each  British  work¬ 
er  now,  on\he  average,  is  producing 
from  10  to  13  percent  less  per  hour  than 
he  did  in  prewak  1937.  That  is  because 
they  are  socialize  and  we  keep  that 
Government  in  power. 

Now,  let  us  go  oiF-end  see  what  they 
are  doing  down  in  Ic%ly.  Here  is  the 
report  from  Rome: 

More  food  is  becoming  available,  now  that 
the  spring  garden  crops  are  earning  to  mar¬ 
ket.  Food  carts  often  have  surpluses  on  hand 
at  the  end  of  the  day:  somethingythat  never 
used  to  happen  to  Italians. 

Then  let  us  go  over  to  Brussels 

There  are  all  sorts  of  shiny  newXcars, 
Businessmen  from  all  over  the  world  fillNho- 
tels.  Signs  of  prosperity  are  everywhere. 
Belgian  shops  are  well  stocked  with  goods. 

Now  let  us  ride  into  Warsaw,  Poland: 

The  Polish  food  situation  is  greatly  im¬ 
proved,  and  now  probably  is  one  of  the  best 
in  Europe. 

Then  to  Stockholm.  The  article  says 
food  is  plentiful  there.  Then  down  to 
Berlin,  and  the  situation  there  is  not  so 
inviting,  because  Russia  has  one  slice  of 
Germany,  the  United  States,  England, 
and  Prance  another,  and  the  German 
people  are  not  allowed  to  put  their  pro¬ 
gram  into  effect.  The  old  Morgenthau 
plan  did  more  to  retard  progress  than 
anything  I  know  of. 

I  suggest  that  you  take  the  United 
States  News  and  read  it.  Then  get  the 
information  as  to  the  amount  of  business 
being  done  in  these  countries  and  you 
will  find  the  situation  is  not  nearly  as 
bad  as  some  radio  commentators  and 
newspapers  would  have  us  believe,  espe¬ 
cially  those  people  who  are  more  in¬ 
terested  in  having  us  help  the  people  in 
foreign  countries  than  our  own  people. 
Have  you  looked  out  on  the  Capitol  steps 
this  morning?  Thousands  of  Town- 
sendites  there,  asking  the  American  peo¬ 
ple  to  give  them  a  little  help.  It  is  hig 
time  we  helped  the  elderly  and  aged 
our  own  country  instead  of  sending  i/all 
to  Europe.  It  seems  to  me  it  is  ti, 
stop  wasting  American  dollars.  /f  the 
Members  of  Congress  do  not  Wake  up 
and  give  some  consideration  te our  own 
people  rather  than  first  consideration  to 
Europe,  my  guess  is  there/vill  be  some 
faces  among  us  missing^m  November. 
When  the  time  comes  fiftat  I  am  called 
upon  to  neglect  the  pejalple  in  my  district 
in  order  to  look  after*our  former  enemies 
in  World  War  II,  t/en  I  do  not  wish  to 
remain  in  Washington.  Who  won  this 
war?  You  woqift  think  we  lost  it,  the 
way  we  are  paying  every  country  in  the 
world  instead  of  looking  after  our  own 
people  who  need  assistance.  Further¬ 
more,  all  our  people  have  more  taxes 
than  they  can  stand.  It  is  time  to  take 
an  inventory  at  home,  and  stop,  look,  and 
listen  before  we  pass  this  ERP  appropri¬ 
ation  bill  today.  Cut  it  down  and  it  will 
not  hurt  anybody  to  do  so,  and  it  will 
help  the  American  people  a  great  deal. 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE  June  4 

By  unanimous  consent,  further  pro- ' 
ceedings  under  the  call  were  dispensed 
with. 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  MERROW  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Record  and  include  an  editorial. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
APPROPRIATIONS,  1949 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  call  up  House  Resolution  624  and  ask 
for  its  immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as 
follows: 

Resolved,  That,  immediately  upon  the 
adoption  of  this  resolution,  the  bill  (H.  R. 
5883 )  making  appropriations  for  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  (exclusive  of  the  Farm 
Credit  Administration)  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1949,  and  for  other  purposes, 
with  Senate  amendments  thereto  be,  and  the 
same  is  hereby,  taken  from  the  Speaker’s 
table;  that  the  Senate  amendments  be,  and 
they  are  hereby,  disagreed  to  by  the  House; 
that  the  conference  requested  by  the  Senate 
on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses 
on  the  said  bill  be,  and  hereby  is,  agreed  to 
by  the  House;  and  that  the  Speaker  shall  im¬ 
mediately  appoint  conferees  without  inter¬ 
vening  motion. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  would 
the  gentleman  yield  some  time  to  this 
side? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  will  yield  30  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri. 


COMMITTEE  ON  PUBLIC  LAND! 
Mr.  WELCH.  Mr.  Speaker,/! 


ask 
mmittee 
y  during 


unanimous  consent  that  the 
on  Public  Lands  may  sit  toji 
general  debate. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  thej/  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Cali¬ 
fornia? 

There  w^s  no  objection. 

SPECIAL  OR/ER  GRANTED 

Mrs.  ROGER£>/of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask'’  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  10  minutes  today 
after  the  disposition  of  business  on  the 
Speaker’s /desk  and  the  conclusion  of 
i  special  orders  heretofore  granted. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentlewoman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 


FERTILIZER  MATERIALS 


I 


Mr.  CA 
the  point 
present. 

The  SPEAKE 
is  not  present. 

Mr.  HALLECK. 
a  call  of  the  Hou 
A  call  of  the 
The  Clerk  c 


Mr.  Spea 


der  that 


:er,  I  make 
lorum  is  not 


lously  a  quorum 

Ir.  Speaker,  I  move 

is  ordered, 
oil,  and  the  fol- 


lowing  Memt 
names:  / 

/rs  failed  to  a 

[Roll  No.  91] 

nswer  to  their 

Abbitt  / 

Harness,  Ind. 

Murkt 

Andersoir,  Calif.  Hart 

Nortolv 

Andrew?,  N.  Y. 

Hartley  - 

O’BrieA 

Barden 

Hebert 

O'Hara  \ 

Bate/  Ky. 

Hedrick 

O’Toole  \ 

BaJes,  Mass. 

Heffernan 

Owens 

BCttle 

Herter 

Patterson  X 

/ell 

Holifield 

Pfeifer  V 

^oggs,  La. 

Hope 

Ploeser 

Buckley 

Isacson 

Plumley 

Byrne,  N.  Y. 

Jackson,  Calif. 

Potts 

Camp 

Jenkins,  Pa. 

Powell 

Chiperfield 

Johnson,  Ill. 

Price,  Fla. 

Clark 

Johnson,  Okla. 

Reed,  Ill. 

Clason 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Rivers 

Clippinger 

Kearney 

Robertson 

Coffin 

Kee 

Sadowski 

Combs 

Kefauver 

Scoblick 

Corbett 

Kennedy 

Sheppard 

Coudert 

Keogh 

Short 

Cox 

King 

Sikes 

Crow 

Knutson 

Simpson,  Ill. 

Dawson,  Ill. 

Lane 

Smith,  Maine 

Dingell 

Lanham  ' 

Smith,  Va. 

Domengeaux 

Lesinskl 

Smith,  Wis. 

Dorn 

Ludlow 

Somers 

Durham 

Lusk 

Stigler 

Elliott 

McDonough 

Stratton 

Fernandez 

McDowell 

Thomas,  N.  J. 

Fuller 

Macy 

Twyman 

Gallagher 

Madden 

Vail 

Gathings 

Manasco 

Wadsworth 

Gore 

Marcantonio 

West 

Grant,  Ala. 

Meade,  Ky. 

Whitaker 

Gwynne,  Iowa 

Miller,  Calif. 

Whittington 

Hale 

Mitchell 

Wood 

Hall,  Monroney 

Edwin  Arthur  Morrison 
Harless,  Arlz.  Morton 

Youngblood 

The  SPEAKER.  On  this  roll  call,  314 
Members  have  answered  to  their  names, 
a  quorum. 


Mr.  BROWN  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speak¬ 
er,  the  changes  in  the  bill,  H.  R.  6659, 
j  which  has  just  passed,  relative  to  the 
provision  on  nitrogenous  fertilizer  ma¬ 
terials  for  export  to  nonoccupied  areas 
will  be  of  great  benefit  to  the  American 
,  farmer  in  the  following  ways  during  the 
1948-49  fertilizer  year: 

First.  By  requiring  that  50  percent  of 
the  1948-49  export  program  be  supplied 
from  Army  ordnance  production,  the 
amount  to  be  supplied  from  commercial 
production  in  this  country  will  be  cut 
in  half  or  about  30,500  tons  of  nitrogen. 
This  means  that  this  much  more  will  re¬ 
main  available  for  domestic  use — includ¬ 
ing  American  farming — than  if  the  act 
had  not  been  changed  to  require  a  50- 
percent  contribution  from  Army  produc¬ 
tion.  Thirty  thousand  five  hundred 
tons  of  pure  nitrogen  is  equivalent  to 
about  95,000  tons  of  ammonium  nitrate 
or  about  150,000  tons  of  ammonium  sul¬ 
fate,  or  about  190,000  tons  of  sodium 
nitrate,  or  about  750,000  tons  of  a  4-per¬ 
cent  nitrogen  mixed  fertilizer. 

Second.  By  clarifying  the  authority  to 
issue  priorities  for  anhydrous  ammonia 
eeded  to  make  fertilizer  for  export,  the 
ivernment  will  be  able  to  do  two 
thifigs  of  interest  to  American  farmers. 
Firsts  the  Government  will  be  able  to  tap 
source^  of  anhydrous  ammonia  which 
now  araunaking  no  contribution  to  fer¬ 
tilizer  production  or  an  inadequate  con¬ 
tribution.  Second,  the  Government  will 
be  able  to  Increase  the  production  of 
solid  material^  the  bulk  of  which  goes 
to  fertilizer  us^iees.  As  a  result,  this 
should  tend  to  imgfease  the  total  supply 
of  fertilizer  and  to'^ncrease  the  propor¬ 
tion  of  solid  material.  The  latter  in¬ 
crease  would,  among  ’bther  things,  cor¬ 
rect  localized  shortage^  The  former 
increase,  which  would  beWfit  American 
farmers  generally,  depenoS,  upon  how 
anhydrous-ammonia  producers  handle 
priority  orders  for  that  materf 
The  House  fertilizer  amendment  pre¬ 
vailed  in  the  conference. 

(Mr.  BROWN  of  Georgia  asked'- |ind 
was  given  permission  to  extend  his 'ire- 
marks  at  this  point  in  the  Record.)  \ 
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Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
in  the  absence  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  Sabath]  I  said  I  would  yield 
30  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
souri  [Mr.  Cannon],  I  see  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Illinois  is  now  in  the  Cham¬ 
ber,  so  I  yield  30  minutes  to  him. 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  its 
face  this  resolution  appears  to  be  very 
innocent.  However,  it  is  a  far-reaching 
resolution.  It  will  deprive  the  House 
of  voting  on  some  of  the  very,  very  im¬ 
portant  matters  in  which  they  are  inter¬ 
ested. 

I  must  admit  it  is  not  unusual  when 
objection  has  been  made  to  a  unanimous  - 
consent  request  for  the  consideration  of 
a  conference  report  to  obtain  a  rule  to 
expedite  consideration  but,  in  this  in¬ 
stance,  an  effort  has  been  made  to  in¬ 
struct  the  conferees  on  the  provisions 
relating  to  soil  conservation,  school 
lunches,  and  the  REA. 

I  know  we  are  trying  to  get  through 
by  June  19.  I,  for  one,  have  cooperated 
in  every  way,  with  the  exception  that  I 
have  taken  a  few  minutes  here  and  there 
when  it  was  absolutely  necessary.  I  am 
not  going  to  take  any  time  today,  ex¬ 
cept  to  say  to  you  that  I  do  not  see  how 
any  of  you  who  are  interested  in  soil 
conservation,  which  is  of  great  impor¬ 
tance  to  this  Nation  and  to  the  farmers 
of  this  country,  can  vote  for  this  rule, 
since  the  Senate  has  cut  $75,000  from  the 
appropriation,  to  which  the  conferees 
undoubtedly  will  agree.  I  feel  we  owe 
it  to  the  farmers  of  our  country  to  con¬ 
serve  our  lands.  The  conservation  pro¬ 
gram  was  started  under  President  Frank¬ 
lin  D.  Roosevelt  and  has  been  a  great 
blessing,  and  I  feel  we  should  continue 
in  our  efforts  to  preserve  our  lands.  We 
should  bear  in  mind  what  occurred  in 
Nebraska,  Kansas,  and  other  States  as  a 
result  of  the  dust  storms. 

However,  I  am  particulary  interested 
in  the  school-lunch  provision  involved.  I 
know  there  are  many  of  you  who  have 
aided  in  the  past  to  provide  that  the  poor 
children  in  our  schools  would  be  able  to 
obtain  a  warm  and  nutritious  lunch  at 
a  decent  price. 

But  unfortunately,  though  we  are  go¬ 
ing  to  vote  later  this  afternoon  to  con¬ 
tribute  over  $5,000,000,000  to  feed  the 
people  of  Europe,  in  this  instance  the 
Senate  has  seen  fit  to  reduce  the  meager 
appropriation  for  the  school-lunch  pro¬ 
gram. 

In  view  of  the  high  cost  of  living,  the 
school  boards  throughout  the  United 
States  cannot,  with  the  small  appropri¬ 
ation,  really  serve  the  nutritious  lunches 
the  children  deserve.  And  as  I  said 
once  before,  you  are  interested  in  land 
and  crops,  but  with  the  most  valuable 
crop  we  have— our  youngsters — you  are 
niggardly. 

I  know  that  my  colleague  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  Dirksen]  is  very  capable  in  draft¬ 
ing  a  short-cut  resolution  to  expedite 
legislative  consideration,  and  in  his 
manner  he  usually  seems  to  be  able  to 
convince  the  House  that  he  is  right, 
although  he  may  at  times  be  wrong. 
But  that  applies  to  all  of  us.  I  do  not 

No.  101 - 6 


maintain  that  I  am  right  at  all  times, 
but  I  know  this  resolution  provides  a 
short  cut,  and  I  know  it  also  deprives 
the  membership  of  rights  and  privileges 
which  are  theirs  under  the  rules  of  the 
House. 

The  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Cannon],  ranking  member  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Appropriations,  is  present  and 
well  informed.  He  appeared  before  the 
Rules  Committee,  but  he  did  not  have 
much  of  a  chance  to  say  very  much.  In 
fact,  no  Democrat  nowadays  has  much 
opportunity  to  be  heard  before  that 
committee,  unlike  the  time  when  the 
Democrats  were  in  power,  when  mem¬ 
bers  of  both  parties  who  desired  to  be 
heard  on  any  resolution  that  was  of 
interest  to  the  country,  were  given  an 
opportunity  to  be  heard.  Nowadays,  it 
is  only  those  who  favor  some  of  the  bills 
that  are  brought  in  here  from  the 
various  committees  that  have  been  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  National  Republican  Com¬ 
mittee  or  the  NAM  that  are  heard;  but 
of  course  such  bills  have  precedence  and 
must  go  through,  regardless  of  what  form 
or  shape  they  are  in,  how  much  harm 
they  do  to  the  country,  how  detrimental 
they  are  to  the  consumers  and  to  the 
people  in  general. 

The  gentleman  from  Missouri  is 
thoroughly  familiar  with  the  rule,  more 
so  than  I,  because  with  the  speed  with 
which  we  are  going  and  I  cannot  really 
familiarize  myself  on  some  legislation  as 
well  as  I  would  like  or  to  the  extent  where 
I  could  give  you  a  factual  report  that  I 
usually  do  when  I  have  an  opportunity 
at  least  to  read  some  of  the  rules  or 
some  of  the  reports.  During  the  last  few 
days  that  has  been  impossible  because 
three,  four,  and  five  rules  are  reported 
in  a  day. 

I  may  say  to  my  friend,  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Gavin],  that  he 
is  one  of  the  few  who  likes  to  hear  the 
truth.  Unfortunately,  many  of  his  col¬ 
leagues  do  not  because  they  are  busy  with 
other  matters. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SABATH.  I  regret  I  cannot  now. 
I  have  paid  my  compliments  to  the 
gentleman,  and  I  think  that  should  suf¬ 
fice.  I  now  want  to  yield  to  a  gentleman 
who  is  thorough  familiar  with  all 
aspects  of  rural  electrification,  a  Mem¬ 
ber  in  whom  we  have  confidence,  who 
will  explain  the  situation  as  to  REA  and 
other  matters  and  do  it  in  a  very  in¬ 
telligent  and  convincing  manner. 

(Mr.  SABATH  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re- 
marks  ) 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  will  in¬ 
form  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  that 
the  chairman  of  the  Rules  Committee 
said  he  had  but  one  speaker  and  asked 
the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Sabath] 
to  yield  his  time. 

Mr.  SABATH.  That  being  the  case  I 
will  do  so.  Is  that  all  the  gentleman 
has? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  I  have  just  one 
speaker.  I  wish  the  gentleman  would 
yield  his  time. 

Mr.  SABATH.  Very  well,  but  I  wanted 
to  put  the  distinguished  gentleman  from 


Missouri  [Mr.  Cannon]  after  that 
speaker. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman’s  time 
is  running. 

Mr.  SABATH.  How  does  my  time 
stand,  Mr.  Speaker? 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  Sabath]  has  consumed  10 
minutes  and  has  20  minutes  remaining. 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
10  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
souri  [Mr.  Cannon]. 

[Mr.  CANNON  addressed  the  House. 
His  remarks  will  appear  hereafter  in  the 
Appendix.] 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Ken¬ 
tucky  [Mr.  Chapman.] 

Mr.  CHAPMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  hope 
the  House  of  Representatives  will  not  be 
deceived  into  voting  for  this  resolution 
without  realizing  its  full  import;  with¬ 
out  considering  that  its  adoption  will 
constitute  a  denial  to  the  Members  of 
the  House  of  their  final  opportunity  dur¬ 
ing  this  Congress  to  cast  a  vote  in  favor 
of  three  important  agricultural  meas¬ 
ures — the  school-lunch  program,  the 
Rural  Electrification  Administration, 
and  the  soil-conservation  program. 

SCHOOL-LUNCH  PROGRAM 

The  Seventy-ninth  Congress,  by  a  large 
majority,  enacted  a  law  authorizing  an 
annual  appropriation  for  the  school- 
lunch  program.  In  this  Congress  the 
House  of  Representatives  voted  an  ap¬ 
propriation  of  $65,000,000  for  this  meri¬ 
torious  program.  The  other  body  in¬ 
creased  it  to  $75,000,000,  and  this  reso¬ 
lution  would  deny  the  House  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  vote  on  that  increase  of  ap¬ 
propriations  for  this  program  that  pro¬ 
vides  for  the  use  of  surplus  farm  prod¬ 
ucts  to  assure  a  wholesome,  nutritious, 
balanced  diet  to  the  boys  and  girls  in 
the  schools  of  America,  to  help  build 
strong,  sturdy  bodies  that  will  enable 
them  to  meet  the  problems  and  fight  the 
battles  of  life. 

RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION  ADMINISTRATION 

The  House  of  Representatives  voted  an 
increase  of  $175,000,000  for  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration  but  voted 
no  funds  with  which  that  additional  ap¬ 
propriation  could  be  administered.  The 
other  body  has  provided  such  a  fund  in 
the  amount  of  $450,000  for  the  adminis¬ 
tration  of  the  additional  fund  appropri¬ 
ated  by  the  House  for  the  extension  of 
REA  lines  into  rural  districts  badly  in 
need  of  electric  service.  The  REA  has 
been  of  inestimable  benefit  to  rural 
America.  There  had  never  been  any 
effort  to  extend  the  benefits  of  elec¬ 
tricity  to  remote  sections  of  the  country 
until  the  first  administration  of  Presi¬ 
dent  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt.  I  was  a 
member  of  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce  when  the  first 
hearing  on  this  subject  was  held.  We 
considered  and  reported  the  bill  and  it 
was  promptly  enacted  into  law.  We 
have  continued  year  after  year  to  make 
appropriations  for  the  extension  of  elec¬ 
tric  lines  into  new  territory.  The  serv¬ 
ice  has  penetrated  the  darkest  corners 
of  America.  It  has  lightened  the  back¬ 
breaking  burdens  of  the  housewives  in 


4 


7330  CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE  June  4 


hundreds  of  thousands  of  farm  homes. 
It  has  given  electric  light  to  millions  of 
children  who  otherwise  would  have  had 
to  study  their  lessons  by  coal  oil  lamps. 
It  is  obvious  that  the  adoption  of  this 
resolution  would  mean  the  defeat  of  the 
increase  which  this  body  has  already 
voted  to  the  REA  appropriation,  in 
which  the  other  body  did  not  concur. 
Those  of  us  who  have  supported  REA  in 
every  step  of  its  progress  for  the  benefit 
of  rural  America  should  vote  against  this 
resolution.  We  are  determined  to  carry 
on  the  fight  for  the  extension  of  REA 
until  the  comforts  and  blessings  of  elec¬ 
tricity  are  carried  to  every  remote  rural 
hamlet  and  every  farm  home  in  America 
in  obedience  to  the  divine  command  that 
has  come  ringing  through  the  ages  from 
creation’s  dawn  when  God  said:  “Let 
there  be  light.” 

SOIL-CONSERVATION  PROGRAM 

Our  greatest  natural  resource,  and  the 
most  important  material  heritage  that 
we  can  hope  to  transmit  to  those  who 
come  after  us,  is  our  soil.  A  cardinal 
charcateristic  of  the  American  is  love  of 
land  and  love  of  liberty.  When  our  in¬ 
trepid  forebears,  brave  men  and  dauntless 
women,  blazed  trails  through  trackless 
wilderness,  over  towering  mountains  and 
across  pathless  plains,  armed  with  the 
sturdy  axe,  the  trusty  rifle  and  the  Holy 
Bible,  to  build  a  cabin  home  in  the  wild- 
wood,  clear  the  forest  and  cultivate  the 
land,  they  found  throughout  America  the 
God-given  blessing  of  a  rich,  fertile,  pro¬ 
ductive  soil.  A  few  farmers  in  early 
days,  far  in  advance  of  their  time,  such 
as  George  Washington  and  Thomas  Jef¬ 
ferson,  practiced  proper  methods  of  soil 
conservation,  but  for  the  most  part,  for 
150  years,  Americans  wasted  their  price¬ 
less  heritage  of  soil  with  wanton  prodi¬ 
gality.  The  let  it  wash  away,  down  the 
creek  to  the  river  and  down  the  river  to 
the  sea. 

This  Government  never  recognized  the 
slightest  obligation  to  help  conserve  this 
greatest  and  most  invaluable  resource  of 
the  American  people  until  such  action 
was  taken  by  a  Democratic  Congress  upon 
the  recommendation  of  President  Frank¬ 
lin  D.  Roosevelt.  At  that  time  we  found 
that  we  had  permitted  our  soil  to  wash 
away  and  blow  away  until  50,000,000 
acres  of  the  best  land  in  America  had 
been  utterly  destroyed  and  50,000,000  ad¬ 
ditional  acres  were  on  the  verge  of  abso¬ 
lute  destruction.  We  then  began  this 
great  constructive  program  for  the  con¬ 
servation  and  rebuilding  of  our  soil 
Today  there  are  1999  soil  conservation 
districts  and  1,077,000,000  acres  of  Amer¬ 
ican  soil  embraced  in  this  great  soil-con¬ 
servation  project.  My  own  State  of 
Kentucky  has  91  soil-conservation  dis¬ 
tricts  which  include  170,800  farms  and  a 
total  acreage  of  18,290,000. 

The  other  body  has  increased  the  soil 
conservation  appropriation  from  $225,- 
000,000  to  $300,000,000.  Many  of  us  are 
anxious  to  vote  for  that  increase  for  this 
important  and  vital  program.  Soil  con¬ 
servation  is  the  most  fundamental  aspect 
of  our  great  agricultural  program  which 
has  been  built  up  by  successive  legislative 
enactments  during  the  past  15  years  into 


what  is  generally  recognized  as  the  most 
beneficial  and  successful  farm  program 
in  the  history  of  the  world.  If  this  rule 
is  adopted  it  will  probably  mean  that  this 
Congress  will  adjourn  without  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  us  to  cast  a  vote  for  that  much- 
needed  increase.  Scarcely  anyone  be¬ 
lieves  that  a  conference  report  will  come 
back  here  containing  that  increase  for 
this  beneficent  purpose. 

We  ought  to  vote  down  this  resolution 
which,  if  adopted,  will  deny  the  member¬ 
ship  of  the  House  the  opportunity  to  vote 
for  these  increases  for  school  lunches, 
REA,  and  soil  conservation.  This  is  the 
last  chance  we  will  have  before  sine  die 
adjournment  to  vote  for  these  great  for¬ 
ward-looking  programs  for  the  benefit 
of  the  American  people.  Let  us  not  be 
deceived  by  this  resolution  proposed  by 
the  majority  party.  A  vote  for  it  is  a 
vote  against  school  lunches,  against  rural 
electrification,  and  against  soil  conserva¬ 
tion.  I  hope  this  resolution  will  be  voted 
down. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Ken¬ 
tucky  [Mr.  Chapman]. 

Mr.  CHAPMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  hope 
the  House  of  Representatives  will  not  be 
deceived  into  voting  for  this  resolution 
without  considering  that  it  will  be  the 
final  denial  of  our  opportunity  to  vote  on 
these  three  important  issues :  The  school- 
lunch  program,  REA,  and  the  great  soil- 
conservation  program.  Our  greatest 
natural  resource,  the  greatest  mate¬ 
rial  heritage  that  we  can  hope  to 
transmit  to  those  who  are  to  come  after 
us,  is  our  soil.  The  cardinal  character¬ 
istic  of  the  American  is  love  of  liberty 
and  love  of  land.  When  our  intrepid 
forebears  cleared  the  wild  woods  and 
built  their  homes  in  the  hills  and  valleys 
in  the  United  States,  they  found  a  rich, 
fertile,  productive  soil.  Then  for  150 
years  they  wasted  that  soil  with  wanton 
prodigality.  They  permitted  it  to  blow 
away  and  wash  away  until  14  years  ago 
we  found  that  50,000,000  acres  of  the  best 
land  in  America  had  been  destroyed,  and 
50,000,000  additional  acres  were  on  the 
verge  of  destruction.  Then  began  this 
great  soil-conservation  program  to  re¬ 
build  our  soil,  to  save  it  as  a  great  heri¬ 
tage  to  transmit  to  those  who  are  to  fol¬ 
low  us.  This  increased  it  from  $225,000,- 
000  to  $300,000,000.  Soil  conservation  is 
the  main  fundamental  aspect  of  all  of 
our  great  agricultural  program,  which 
has  been  built  up  by  successive  legisla¬ 
tive  enactments  during  the  past  15  years 
into  the  most  beneficial  and  successful 
farm  program  in  the  history  of  the 
world. 


ringing  through  the  ages  from  the  dawn 
of  creation,  when  God  said,  “Let  there  be 
light.”  Nothing  has  even  meant  more 
to  the  rural  people  of  America  than  the 
REA. 

Further,  this  resolution  would  deny  the 
House  an  opportunity  to  vote  on  the  in¬ 
crease  of  appropriations  for  the  meritori¬ 
ous  school-lunch  program,  a  program 
that  provides  for  the  use  of  certain  sur¬ 
plus  farm  products  to  assure  a  whole¬ 
some,  nutritious,  balanced  diet  to  the 
boys  and  girls  in  the  schools  of  America, 
to  give  them  strong,  sturdy  bodies  "to 
meet  the  problems  of  life. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  resolution,  If 
adopted,  will  deny  the  Members  of  this 
body  the  opportunity  to  vote  on  those 
three  vital  and  highly  important  ques¬ 
tions.  It  will  set  aside  the  rules  of  the 
House  that  have  stood  for  a  century  and 
a  half.  This  is  the  last  chance  we  will 
have.  I  hope  nobody  will  be  deceived  by 
the  appearance  of  this  resolution,  and 
that  it  will  be  voted  down. 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Missis¬ 
sippi  [Mr.  Rankin], 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  from  the 
standpoint  of  the  American  people  this 
day  will  go  down  as  one  of  the  most  im¬ 
portant  days  in  the  history  of  the  Ameri¬ 
can  Congress.  The  record  of  today  will 
be  read  and  reread  by  those  boys  who 
fought  this  last  war,  which  we  now  seem 
to  have  lost,  and  which  communism  now 
seems  to  have  won. 

It  will  be  read  and  reread  by  the 
fathers  and  mothers  of  those  boys  who 
gave  their  lives  in  that  conflict. 

It  looks  now  as  if  the  result  of  that 
war  was  to  put  communism  in  charge  of 
two-thirds  of  the  world. 

It  will  be  read  by  those  millions  of 
farmers  who  are  interested  in  rural  elec¬ 
trification,  in  soil  conservation,  and  in 
the  building  up  of  our  natural  resources. 
Why  do  I  say  that?  Because  here  you 
are  straining  at  the  American  gnat  and 
getting  ready  to  swallow  the  foreign 
camel. 

You  are  refusing  to  permit  us  to  vote 
on  these  Senate  amendments,  which 
amount  to  a  mere  drop  in  the  bucket. 
Yet  you  tell  us  that  before  nightfall  you 
are  going  to  have  the  House  .vote  to  give 
away,  I  believe  it  is  five  and  nine-tenths 
billion  dollars,  an  average  of  more  than 
$1,250,000  out  of  the  pockets  of  the 
people  in  every  individual  county  in 
America,  to  be  sent  abroad  ostensibly  to 
stop  communism  in  foreign  countries, 
when  as  a  matter  of  fact,  we  cannot  get 
a  bill  passed  to  drive  Communists  from 
our  own  Federal  pay  roll. 


The  House  voted  an  increase  of  $175,- 
000,000  for  REA,  but  no  funds  with  which 
that  additional  appropriation  was  to  be 
administered.  The  other  body  has  pro¬ 
vided  such  a  fund,  $450,000  for  the  ad¬ 
ministration  of  that  additional  fund  ap¬ 
propriated  by  the  House.  REA  has  car¬ 
ried  electric  lines  into  the  darkest  cor¬ 
ners  of  America.  It  has  lightened  the 
back-breaking  burdens  of  the  housewives 
of  this  country.  REA  has  performed  a 
great  service  for  rural  America  in 
obedience  to  the  command  that  has  come 


Communism  invaded  this  Capital  2 
days  ago  when  the  vanguard  of  the  In¬ 
ternationale  insulted  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States.  They  marched  down 
to  the  White  House  and  insulted  the 
'  President.  They  went  to  the  other  body 
and  insulted  it.  They  waved  the  Red 
flag  in  the  face  of  a  Senate  committee; 
and  yet  that  body  has  failed  to  pass  the 
bill  to  check  communism  in  the  United 
States.  Already  some  of  the  names  I 
see  that  are  being  selected  to  spend  these 
billions  of  dollars  abroad  are  on  the  list 
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of  men  who  have  been  playing  with  com¬ 
munism  here  in  the  United  States. 

I  wondered  where  all  this  propaganda 
was  coming  from.  I  wondered  where  all 
this  demand  for  ERP,  the  so-called  Mar¬ 
shall  plan,  or  the  Bevin  plan,  came  from. 

.1  wondered  when  General  Marshall 
became  an  overnight  statesman,  after 
having  gone  as  sound  asleep  as  King  Tut 
and  letting  the  Japs  come  5,000  miles 
and  destroy  our  Navy  at  Pearl  Harbor 
and  kill  3,000  of  the  finest  American 
boys  who  ever  wore  the  uniform. 

I  wondered  if  he  had  become  a  states¬ 
man  since  he  went  to  China  and  put  in 
13  months  trying  to  inveigle  Chiang  Kai- 
shek  into  accepting  communism. 

I  wondered  if  he  became  a  statesman 
after  he  kept  Gen.  George  Patton  from 
going  into  Prague  and  protecting  the 
people  of  Czechoslovakia  against  com¬ 
munism. 

I  wondered  if  he  had  become  a  states¬ 
man  immediately  after  he  had  ordered 
General  Patton,  and  other  American 
generals,  to  move  southward  from  in 
front  of  Berlin  and  turn  that  city,  as  well 
as  all  eastern  Germany,  over  to  the  Com¬ 
munist  Army  of  Russia. 

I  agree  with  Robert  E.  Lee  when  he 
said  that  he  was  opposed  to  military 
Presidents  or  political  generals. 

You  are  not  selling  America  down  the 
river  with  these  billions  that  you  are 
pouring  into  Europe;  you  are  giving 
America  down  the  river  toward  national 
bankruptcy.  Mr.  Pettengill  says  this 
morning,  in  a  letter  that  came  to  your 
desks,  that  the  debt  of  the  United  States 
of  America  exceeds  the  combined  nation¬ 
al  debts  of  all  the  other  nations  of  the 
earth.  Does  that  make  any  impression 
on  you?  Are  you  going  to  wait  until 
patriotic  Americans  arise  and  demand 
the  election  of  a  Congress  that  will  look 
out  for  the  American  people  first? 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Mississippi  has  expired. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  yield  such  time  as  he  may  require  to 
the  gentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr.  John¬ 
son]. 

LEGISLATIVE  BRANCH  APPROPRIATION 
BILL,  1949 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Indiana.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  take 
from  the  Speaker’s  table  the  bill  (H.  R. 
6500)  making  appropriations  for  the  leg¬ 
islative  branch  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1949,  and  for  other  purposes, 
with  Senate  amendments  thereto,  dis¬ 
agree  to  the  Senate  amendments  and 
agree  to  the  conference  asked  by  the 
Senate. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Indi¬ 
ana  [Mr.  Johnson]?  [After  a  pause.] 
The  Chair  hears  none,  and  appoints  the 
following  conferees:  Mi’.  Johnson  of 
Indiana  Mr.  Tibbott,  Mr.  Canfield,  Mr. 
Griffith^,  Mr.  Cannon,  Mr.  .Kirwan, 
and  Mr.  Jackson  of  Washington. 
DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE  APPRO¬ 
PRIATION  BILL,  1949 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  yield  2  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  Michener], 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  after 
listening  to  the  harangue  of  the  gentle¬ 


man  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Cannon],  the 
flowery  and  entertaining  campaign 
speech  of  our  oratorical  friend  from 
Kentucky  [Mr.  Chapman],  and  the  usual 
entertaining  Communist  speech  on  the 
part  of  our  distinguished  friend  from 
Mississippi  [Mr.  Rankin] - 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  point 
of  order.  I  demand  that  those  words 
be  taken  down. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  I  just  made  a  mis¬ 
take.  I  intended  to  say  “anti-Communist 

gpg0£j^  ” 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  will 
yield  for  the  gentleman  to  correct  his 
mistake;  but  that  was  not  an  anti-Com¬ 
munist  speech,  sir. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  I  certainly  want  to 
correct  any  mistake  I  made,  because  I 
entertain  the  same  views  about  com¬ 
munism  as  are  entertained  lay  my  dis¬ 
tinguished  friend  from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  I  know  that.  I  thank 
the  gentleman. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  we 
have  specific  business  before  the  House. 
Now  that  we  have  heard  those  three 
speeches  on  three  different  subjects,  will 
it  not  be  proper  for  us  to  return  to  the 
business  of  the  hour. 

What  is  that  business?  It  is  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  House  Resolution  624. 
What  does  that  resolution  provide? 

First,  the  House  passed  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  appropriation  bill, 
H.  R.  5883,  in  the  ordinary  and  usual 
way.  That  bill  went  to  the  Senate.  The 
Senate  attached  certain  amendments. 
Under  the  rules  of  the  House,  the  Senate 
reported  the  bill  back  to  the  House,  with 
Senate  amendments,  and  with  the  re¬ 
quest  that  the  House  join  in  a  conference 
between  the  House  and  Senate  to  com¬ 
pose  the  differences  between  the  two 
bodies. 

Under  the  House  rules,  that  bill  and 
the  request  of  the  Senate  lies  on  the 
Speaker’s  table.  They  can  only  be  taken 
from  the  Speaker’s  table  by  the  unani¬ 
mous  consent  of  the  House,  or  by  a  rule. 
Objection  has  been  made;  therefore  a 
rule  is  necessary  if  this  legislation  is  to 
proceed  to  conclusion  and  the  bill  sent  to 
conference.  The  rules  of  the  House  are 
being  meticulously  followed,  and  all  this 
fuss  is  in  opposition  to  following  the  rules 
of  the  House,  taking  the  bill  from  the 
Speaker’s  table  and  sending  it  to  the  con¬ 
ference,  in  order  that  the  two  bodies 
may  work  out,  or  compose  their  differ¬ 
ences. 

This  rule  provides  no  refusal  of  the 
right  of  the  House  to  vote.  After  the 
conferees  report,  their  report  must  come 
back  to  the  House,  and  it  will  be  on  the 
Speaker’s  table,  just  the  same  as  this  bill 
and  Senate  request  is  on  the  Speaker’s 
table.  Then,  it  will  be  up  to  the  House 
to  determine  what  action  it  wants  to  take 
on  the  report  of  the  conferees,  and  ample 
opportunity  will  be  given  to  the  House 
to  work  its  will  so  far  as  the  bill,  the  Sen¬ 
ate  amendments,  and  the  conference  is 
concerned. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Michener] 
has  expired. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  Hoffman], 


(Mr.  HOFFMAN  asked  and  was 
granted  permission  to  revise  and  extend 
his  remarks.) 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Mich¬ 
ener] — and  I  risk  his  displeasure  in  con¬ 
suming  these  few  moments — I  think  cor¬ 
rectly  described  the  talks  which  have 
previously  been  made,  and  now  we  have 
had  the  oracle  of  the  House,  my  distin¬ 
guished  friend  the  gentleman  from  Mich¬ 
igan  [Mr.  Michener],  clearly  and  con¬ 
cisely  explain  the  issue  which  will  shortly 
be  before  you  for  consideration. 

The  gentleman  from  Missouri  had  a 
great  deal  to  say  about  the  poor  farmer. 
Having  many  farmers  in  my  district,  I 
am  with  him  on  that,  especially  as  this 
is  an  election  year  when  we  should  make 
our  position  known. 

I  notice  the  gentleman  did  not  say 
anything  about — it  must  have  been  an 
oversight  on  his  part  which  I  will  pick 
up  for  him — about  the  hundreds  of  thou¬ 
sands  of  Townsendites  in  the  country 
who  want  and  deserve  a  little  consider¬ 
ation  and  many  of  whom  are  in  the  gal¬ 
lery.  I  hope  that  none  of  the  Members 
will  think  that  that  reference  was  made 
for  any  political  purpose,  because  none 
of  the  people  here  are  from  my  district. 
However,  I  will  not  criticize  if  they  pass 
the  word  along. 

Now,  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi 
sought  to  divert  our  attention  from  the 
real  issue  which  was  so  correctly  de¬ 
scribed  by  my  distinguished  colleague 
the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
Michener]  .  There  are  no  acknowledged 
supporters  of  Communists  in  the  House 
that  I  know  of.  There  may  be  one  or  two 
somewhere  who  have  concealed  their 
views,  but  there  are  no  open  advocates 
of  the  Communists,  so  this  talk  is  all 
beside  the  point  at  this  time. 

No  one  has  a  higher  respect  for  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi  than  have  I. 
I  live  in  the  same  building  on  the  same 
floor  with  him,  and  I  know  that  no  man 
in  Congress  made  a  more  desperate  ef¬ 
fort  to  prevent  the  last  World  War  than 
did  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Rankin].  No  one  has  more  vigorously 
or  more  conscientiously  fought  the  Com¬ 
munists.  I  know,  not  from  what  he  says, 
but  from  what  I  see  and  from  a  sort  of 
mind-reading  process  that  nothing  has 
grieved  him  more  than  the  success  with 
which  the  New  Dealers  took  over  his 
party.  It  has  been  heartbreaking  to 
him  all  along  and  I  can  understand  his 
zeal  in  pleading  for  our  country. 

And  I  will  say  to  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Chap¬ 
man]  that  I  am  with  him  on  his  proposi¬ 
tion.  He  talks  about  the  fertile  soil  of 
America  being  swept  into  the  seas  over 
the  years;  and  he  is  right  about  that. 
But  the  thing  that  bothers  me  is  why  it 
is  that  wanting  to  stop  the  soil  of  Amer¬ 
ica  from  being  swept  into  the  seas  he  is 
so  anxious  to  send  the  products  of  Ameri¬ 
can  soil  and  labor  across  the  seas.  He 
objects  to  the  soil  being  swept  into  the 
sea,  but  if  all  our  products  of  the  soil 
and  our  production  get  over  the  sea  that 
is  all  right  with  him.  For  myself,  per¬ 
mit  me  to  say,  I  have  never  supported 
the  Townsend  plan  because  I  did  not  be¬ 
lieve  it  was  economically  sound,  but  if 
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our  country  is  to  be  impoverished,  its 
resources  dissipated  all  over  the  world, 
and  perhaps  rendered  unable  to  defend 
itself,  certainly,  if  the  test  be  between  the 
Marshall  plan  or  any  other.scheme  which 
obligates  us  to  do  for  others  what  they 
should  do  for  themselves,  and  some  mod¬ 
ification  of  the  Townsend  plan,  I  shall 
vote  for  the  latter  in  preference  to  the 
former. 

It  is  not  only  unfair  and  unjust,  but 
it  is  heartless  to  impoverish  ourselves  by 
giving  billions  upon  billions  to  foreign 
governments  and  at  the  same  time  deny 
to  the  elderly  people  and  to  the  unfor¬ 
tunate  of  our  own  land  sufficient  funds 
to  enable  them  to  compete  in  the  open 
market  with  the  money  which  we  give  to 
foreigners  in  the  effort  which  our  own 
people  are  making  to  purchase  the  things 
necessary  to  sustain  life.. 

I  cannot  understand  the  political  or 
economic  philosophy  which  gives  so 
much  to  others  while  at  the  same  time 
denying  so  little  to  our  own. 

In  conclusion,  I  want  to  say  to  my 
brethren  on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle 
that  I  have  gone  along  with  you  and 
against  my  party  on  occasion  on  some 
of  these  bills,  the  poll-tax  bill,  the  anti¬ 
lynching  bill,  the  FEPC  bill.  I  did  it  not 
because  I  loved  you  but  because  I  thought 
it  was  the  right  thing  to  do.  But  you  are 
making  it  terribly  difficult  for  me  to  fol¬ 
low  my  conscience,  live  up  to  my  obliga¬ 
tions,  be  faithful  to  my  trust,  discharge 
the  responsibility  imposed  upon  me, 
while  I  see  you  on  almost  every  occasion 
follow  your  party  line,  let  political  policy 
determine  your  vote. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
yield  10  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  DirksenI. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  We  understood  on 
this  side  of  the  aisle  that  the  gentleman 
had  but  one  more  speaker ;  and  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Sabath]  used 
all  of  his  time. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  That  is  cor- 
rect. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  We  understood  defi¬ 
nitely  that  there  was  but  one  speech  on 
that  side.  That  was  half  an  hour  ago. 
The  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Allen] 
has  recognized  three  or  four  Members. 
What  kind  of  an  agreement  did  we  have? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  I  would  say 
that  the  gentleman  from  Texas  is  abso¬ 
lutely  right.  At  the  time  we  had  but 
one  speaker  and  I  thought  that  was  all 
we  would  have.  Since  then,  however, 
other  Members  have  asked  for  time  and 
the  time  being  available  I  yielded  it  to 
them. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Of  course,  we  used 
all  of  our  30  minutes,  relying  on  the 
statement  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi¬ 
nois  that  he  had  only  one  speaker. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  I  did  make 
that  statement. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman’s  time 
is  running. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  I  just  want  that  part 
of  the  Record  straight. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  never 
cease  to  wonder,  frankly,  at  the  mental 
dexterity  that  is  sometimes  evidenced  on 


the  floor  at  times  and  I  am  sure  my  feeble 
talent  is  not  equal  to  it.  In  the  space  of 
10  minutes  I  cannot  begin  with  Genesis 
and  cover  General  MacArthur  and  the 
National  Manufacturers’  Association,  the 
concept  of  legislative  ethics,  parliamen¬ 
tary  procedure,  and  legislative  morale, 

I  cannot  do  it.  I  wish  there  were  time 
to  regale  you  today  in  that  same  fashion. 
But,  perhaps,  in  the  interest  of  expedi¬ 
tion  we  ought  to  stick  to  the  facts  and 
consider  the  business  at  hand. 

On  the  18th  of  March  this  House  passed 
an  appropriation  bill  for  the  Department 
of  Agriculture.  On  the  24th  of  May  it 
was  passed  by  the  Senate  with  sundry 
amendments.  It  was  messaged  to  the 
House  by  the  Senate  with  the  request  for 
a  conference. 

On  a  certain  day  last  week  about  5:30 
in  the  evening  I  addressed  myself  to  the 
distinguished  Speaker  of  the  House  and 
asked  unanimous  consent  that  the  bill  be 
sent  to  conference.  Shortly  after  that 
request  was  made,  and  I  had  supplied 
the  names  of  the  conferees,  there  was  a 
motion  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri  [Mr.  Cannon]  to  instruct  the 
conferees.  That  was  at  5:30  in  the  eve¬ 
ning  when  there  were  not  more  than  a 
score  of  Members  on  the  floor  of  the 
House.  I  withdrew  the  request. 

The  gentleman  from  Missouri  had 
called  me  at  noon  that  day  and  I  indi¬ 
cated  I  would  call  up  the  bill  and  ask  to 
have  it  sent  to  conference.  I  told  him 
that  he  ought  to  be  on  the  floor.  He  said 
nothing  to  me  at  that  time  about  a  pref¬ 
erential  motion.  Now,  I  admit  a  pref¬ 
erential  motion  to  instruct  the  conferees 
is  in  order.  The  gentleman  is  a  skilled 
parliamentarian,  and  certainly  he  was  in 
order  under  the  rules  of  the  House  when 
he  offered  his  motion.  I  shall  not  yield 
because  this  is  the  fact,  and  make  no 
mistake  about  it. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  will. the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  decline  to  yield  to 
the  gentleman. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  thought  it  was  a  sur¬ 
prise.  He  said  it  was  in  regular  order 
and  it  was  not  a  surprise  motion.  How¬ 
ever,  I  could  not  agree. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  may  I 
ask  that  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  will 
not  yield.  Later  I  called  him  myself  and 
said  I  was  going  to  ask  to  send  the  bill 
to  conference  and  if  he  came  over  I  would 
talk  to  him  about  it  on  the  floor.  He 
said,  “I  am  going  to  rely  on  my  position.” 
I  said,  “Under  those  circumstances  I 
have  no  choice  except  to  go  to  the  Rules 
Committee  and  get  a  rule.” 

Now  then,  what  is  involved  here? 
Read  the  language;  it  is  as  customary 
as  it  can  be: 

Resolved,  That,  immediately  upon  the 
adoption  of  this  resolution,  the  hill  (H.  R. 
6883)  making  appropriations  for  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  (exclusive  of  the  Farm 
Credit  Administration)  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1949,  and  for  other  purposes, 
with  Senate  amendments  thereto  be,  and  the 
same  is  hereby,  taken  from  the  Speaker’s 
table:  that  the  Senate  amendments  be,  and 
they  are  hereby,  disagreed  to  by  the  House; 
that  the  conference  requested  by  the  Senate 
on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses 
on  the  said  bill  be,  and  hereby  is,  agreed  to 
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by  the  House;  and  that  the  Speaker  shall  im¬ 
mediately  appoint  conferees  without  inter¬ 
vening  motion. 

Mr.  Speaker,  how  much  substance  is 
there  to  the  statement  that  this  is  the 
last  chance  to  vote  on  items  in  this  bill? 
We  ask  only  to  have  this  bill  sent  to  con¬ 
ference  to  confer  with  the  Senate  on  the 
amendments  that  were  written  into  the 
bill  by  the  Senate  committee  and  on  the 
Senate  floor.  That  is  all  that  is  involved. 
Is  that  so  unusual? 

Let  us  see  about  that.  On  May  23, 
1939,  at  page  6000  of  the  Record,  House 
Resolution  201  was  offered,  reading  as 
follows: 

Resolved,  That  immediately  upon  the 
adoption  of  this  resolution  the  bill  (H.  R. 
5269)  making  appropriations  for  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  and  for  the  Farm  Credit 
Administration  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1940,  and  for  other  purposes,  with 
Senate  amendments  thereto,  be  and  the  same 
hereby  is,  taken  from  the  Speaker’s  table,  to 
the  end  that  all  Senate  amendments  be,  and 
the  same  are,  disagreed  to. 

Who  belabored  that  resolution  on  this 
floor?  The  gentleman  from  Missouri, 
who  was  a  member  of  the  Subcommittee 
on  Agricultural  Appropriations  at  that 
time.  What  did  he  say?  He  said: 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  the  most  remarkable 
rule  reported  by  the  Committee  on  Rules 
during  this  Congress— remarkable  because  it 
does  not  change  in  one  iota  the  custom  of 
the  House — because  it  does  not  deviate  by 
the  dotting  of  an  “i”  or  the  crossing  of  a 
“t”  the  procedure  the  House  customarily  fol¬ 
lows  under  such  circumstances. 

I  am  sure  it  is  all  done  in  good  faith. 
But,  this  is  customary  and  all  we  ask  is 
to  go  over  and  sit  down  with  the  con¬ 
ferees  of  the  Senate  in  regular  order  and 
compare  notes  and  discuss  the  various 
amendments  that  the  Senate  made  to 
the  bill.  That  is  the  regular  order,  and 
I  trust,  therefore,  that  the  rule,  which  is 
the  customary  rule  under  those  circum¬ 
stances,  will  be  adopted. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  move  the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  resolution. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  that 
I  demand  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there 
were — yeas  204,  nays  140,  riot  voting  87. 
as  follows: 

'  [Roll  No.  92] 

YEAS— 204 


Allen,  Calif. 

Buck 

Davis,  Wis. 

Allen,  Hi. 

Bufiett 

Dawson,  Utah 

Andersen, 

Burke 

Devltt 

H.  Carl 

Busbey 

D ’Ewart 

Andresen, 

Butler 

Dirksen 

August  H. 

Byrnes,  Wis. 

Dolliver 

Angell 

Canfield 

Dondero 

Arends  ' 

Carson 

Eaton 

Arnold 

Case,  N.  J. 

Ellis 

Auchincloss 

Case,  S.  Dak. 

Ellsworth 

Bakewell 

Chadwick 

Elsaesser 

Banta 

Chenoweth 

Elston 

Barrett 

Church 

Engel,  Mich. 

Beall 

Clason 

Fellows 

Bender 

Clevenger 

Fenton 

Bennett,  Mich. 

Cole,  Kans. 

Fletcher 

Bishop 

Cole,  Mo. 

Foote 

Blackney 

Cole,  N.  Y.- 

Fuller 

Boggs,  Del. 

Cotton 

Fulton 

Bolton 

Crawford 

Gamble 

Bradley 

Crow 

Gavin 

Bramblett 

Cunningham 

Gearhart 

Brehm 

Curtis 

Gillette 

Brown,  Ohio 

Dague 

Gillie 

1948 
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Goff 

LeFevre 

Rich 

Gathings 

Lane 

Powell 

Goodwin 

Lemke 

Riehlman 

Gore 

Lea 

Price,  Fla. 

Graham 

Lewis,  Ky. 

Rizley 

Gwynne,  Iowa 

Ludlow 

Rivers 

Grant.  Ind. 

Lewis,  Ohio 

Rockwell 

Hale 

Lusk 

Robertson 

Griffiths 

Lichtenwalter 

Rogers,  Mass. 

Hart 

McCormack 

Sadowski 

Gross 

Lodge 

Rohrbough 

Hartley 

McMahon 

Scoblick 

Gwinn,  N.  Y. 

Love 

Ross 

Hedrick 

Macy 

Sheppard 

Hagen 

McConnell 

Russell 

Heffernan 

Madden 

Short 

Hall, 

Me  Co  wen 

Sadlak 

Holifield 

Meade,  Md. 

Sikes 

Edwin  Arthur  McCulloch 

St.  George 

Hope 

Miller,  Calif. 

Simpson,  Ill. 

Hall, 

McDonough 

Sanborn 

Jenkins,  Pa. 

Monroney 

Smith,  Maine 

Leonard  W. 

McDowell 

Sarbacher 

Johnson,  Ill. 

Morrison 

Smith,  Wls. 

Halleck 

McGarvey 

Schwabe,  Mo. 

Johnson,  Okla. 

Mundt 

Stigler 

Hand 

McGregor 

Schwabe,  Okla. 

Johnson,  Tex. 

O’Hara 

Stratton 

Harness,  Ind. 

McMillen,  Ill. 

Scott,  Hardle 

Kearney 

O’Toole 

Taylor 

Harvey 

Mack 

Scott, 

Kee 

Owens 

Thomas,  N.  J. 

Herter 

MacKinnon 

Hugh  D.,  Jr. 

Kefauver 

Patterson 

Twyman 

Heselton 

Maloney 

Scrivner 

Kennedy 

Pfeifer 

West 

Hess 

Martin,  Iowa 

Seely-Brown 

Keogh 

Ploeser 

Whitaker 

Hill 

Mason 

Shafer 

King 

Plumley 

Whittington 

Hinshaw 

Mathews 

Simpson,  Pa. 

Knutson 

Potts 

Youngblood 

Hoeven 

Hoffman 

Meade,  Ky. 
Merrow 

Smith,  Kans. 
Smith,  Ohio 

So  the  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

Holmes 

Meyer 

Snyder 

The  Clerk  announced 

the  followin 

Horan 

Jackson,  Calif. 
Javits 

Michener 
Miller,  Conn. 
Miller,  Md. 

Stefan 

Stevenson 

Stockman 

pairs: 

On  this  vote: 

Jenison 
Jenkins,  Ohio 
Jennings 
Jensen 

Johnson,  Calif. 
Johnson,  Ind. 
Jones,  Wash. 
Jonkman 
Judd 
Kean 
Kearns 
Keating 
Keefe 
Kersten, 
Kilburn 
Kunkei 
Landis 
Latham 
LeCompte 


,  Wls. 


Sundstrom 

Taber 

Talle 

Tibbott 

Tollefson 

Towe 

Vail 

Van  Zandt 

Vorys 

Vursell 

Wadsworth 

Weichel 

Welch 

Wigglesworth 
Wilson,  Ind, 
Wolcott 
Wolverton 
Woodruff 


Abernethy 

Albert 

Allen,  La. 

Andrews,  Ala. 

Barden 

Bates,  Ky. 

Battle 

Beckworth 

Bennett,  Mo. 

Blatnik 

Bloom 

Boggs,  La. 

Bonner 

Boykin 

Brooks 

Brown,  Ga. 

Bryson 

Buchanan 

Bui  winkle 

Burleson 

Camp 

Cannon 

Carroll 

Celler 

Chapman 

Chelf 

Colmer 

Cooley 

Cooper 

Courtney 

Cox 

Cravens 

Crosser 

Davis,  Tenn. 

Deane 

Delaney 

Dingell 

Donohue 

Doughton 

Douglas 

Eberharter 

Engle,  Calif. 

Evins 

Fallon 

Feighan 

Fisher 

Flannagan 


Miller,  Nebr. 

Mitchell 
Morton 
Muhlenberg 
Murray,  Wis. 

Nicholson 
Nixon 
Nodar 
Norblad 
O’Konski 
Phillips,  Calif. 

Phillips,  Tenn. 

Potter 
Poulson 
Ramey 
Reed,  Ill. 

Reed,  N.  Y. 

Rees 
Reeves 

NAYS— 140 

Fogarty 
Folger 
Forand 
Garmatz 
Gary 
Gordon 
Gorski 
Gossett 
Granger 
Grant,  Ala. 

Gregory 
Hardy 

Harless,  Ariz. 

Harris 
Harrison 
Havenner 
Hays 
Hebert 
Hendricks 
Hobbs 
Huber 
Hull 
Isacson 

Jackson,  Wash. 

Jarman 
Jones,  Ala. 

Jones,  N.  C. 

Karsten,  Mo. 

Kelley 
Kerr 
Kilday 
Kirwan 
Klein 
Lanham 
Larcade 
Lesinski 
Lucas-- 
Lyle 
Lynch 

McMillan,  S.  C. 

Mahon 
Manasco  r 
Mansfield 
Marcantonio 
Mills 
Morgan 
Morris 

NOT  VOTING— 87 

Davis,  Ga. 
Dawson,  J1J, 
DomengeaUX 


Multer 

Murdock 

Murray,  Tenn. 

Norrell 

Norton 

O'Brien 

Pace 

Passman 

Patman 

Peden 

Peterson 

Phiibin 

Pickett 

Poage 

Preston 

Price,  Ill. 

Priest 

Rains 

Rankin 

Rayburn 

Redden 

Regan 

Richards 

Riley 

Rogers,  Fla. 

Rooney 

Sabath 

Sasscer 

Smathers 

Smith,  Va. 

Somers 

Spence 

Stanley 

Teague 

Thomas,  Tex. 

Thompson 

Trimble 

Vinson 

Walter 

Wheeler 

Whitten 

Williams 

Wilson,  Tex. 

Winstead 

Wood 

Worley 


Abbitt  Byrne,  N.  1?. 

Anderson,  Calif.  Chlperfield 
Andrews,  N.  V,  Clark 

Bates,  Mas9.  Clipplnger  Dorn 

Bell  Coffin  Durham 

Bland  Combs  Elliott 

Brophy  Corbett  Fernandez 

Buckley  Coudert  Gallagher 


Mrs.  Smith  of  Maine  for,  with  Mr.  Keogh 
against. 

Mr.  Jenkins  of  Pennsylvania  for,  with  Mr. 
Hedrick  against. 

Mr.  Corbett  for,  with  Mr.  King  against. 

Mr.  Coudert  for,  with  Mr.  Holifield  against. 

Mr.  Hartley  for,  with  Mr.  Miller  of  Cali¬ 
fornia  against. 

Mr.  McMahon  for,  with  Mr.  Heffernan 
against. 

Mr.  Macy  for,  with  Mr.  Kefauver  against. 

Mr.  Owens  for,  with  Mrs.  Lusk  against. 

Mr.  Patterson  for,  with  Mr.  Abbitt  against. 

Mr.  Taylor  for,  with  Mr.  Davis  of  Georgia 
against. 

Mr.  Youngblood  for,  with  Mr.  Kennedy 
against. 

Mr.  Ploeser  for,  with  Mr.  McCormack 
against.  • 

Mr.  Hale  for,  with  Mr.  Byrne  of  New  York 
against. 

Mr.  Plumley  for,  with  Mr.  Pfeifer  against. 

Mr.  Bates  of  Massachusetts  for,  with  Mr. 
Whitaker  against. 

Mr.  Andrews  of  New  York  for,  with  Mr. 
Powell  against. 

Mr.  Scoblick  for,  with  Mr.  Hart  against. 

Mr.  Twyman  for,  with  Mr.  Gathings 
against. 

Mr.  Thomas  of  New  Jersey  for,  with  Mr. 
Buckley  against. 

Mr.  Gallagher  for,  with  Mr.  Rivers  against. 

General  pairs  until  further  notice : 

Mr.  Chiperfield  with  Mr.  Johnson  of  Okla¬ 
homa. 

Mr.  Anderson  of  California  with  Mr.  Sikes. 

Mr.  Short  with  Mr.  Morrison. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  was  in  the  office  of  the  Architect  of  the 
Capitol  and  did  not  hear  the  bells.  Can  I 
qualify? 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  does 
not  qualify. 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced 
as  above  recorded. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 

The  SPEAKER.  Pursuant  to  the  reso¬ 
lution  just  passed,  the  Chair  appoints  the 
following  conferees:  Messrs.  Dirksen, 
Plumley,  H.  Carl  Andersen,  Horan,  Phil¬ 
lips  of  California,  Cannon,  Sheppard,  and 
Whitten. 


TWO  HUNDREDTH  ANNIVERSARY  OF  THE 
FOUNDING  OF  WASHINGTON  AND  LEE 
UNIVERSITY 

Mr;  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask.  unanimous  consent  for  the  immedi¬ 
ate  consideration  of  Senate  Joint  Reso¬ 
lution  227,  providing  for  appropriate  ob¬ 
servance  of  the  two  hundredth  anniver- 


j  Sary  of  the  founding  of  Washington  and 
:  Lee  University. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  resolU- 
?•  ti6n.  / 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  j6hio? 

Mr.  CRAVENS.  Mr.  Speaker,  Reserv¬ 
ing  the  right  to  object,  and  I  Shall  of 
course  not  object,  may  I  ask  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Brown!  to  explain 
the  significance  and  meaniiig  of  this 
j  resolution? 

Mr.  ‘BROWN  of  Ohio.  Air.  Speaker, 
this  resolution  would  extend  the  greet¬ 
ings  of  me  Congress  and  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  to  Washington  and 
Lee  University,  Lexingtfin,  Va.,  which  will 
celebratetthe  two  hundredth  anniversary 
of  its  founding  during  1949. 

The  resolution  provides  for  the  ap- 
i  pointmenttof  a  committee  of  12  to  repre¬ 
sent  the  limited  States,  4  to  be  ap¬ 
pointed  by 'the  Speaker  of  the  House, 
4  by  the  President  pro  tempore  of  the 
Senate,  and  by  the  President  of  the 
United  Statfc.  It  provides  that  the 
President  of  \  the  United  States,  the 
Speaker  of  {haHouse,  and  the  President 
of  the  SqhateWso  be  members  of  the 
committee  whcAweuld  join  in  the  cele¬ 
bration  and  th\  different  activities  in 
connection  withlit,  and  act  as  a  com¬ 
mittee' on  behalf  pf  the  United  States  to 
welcoine  foreign  ^and  other  dignitaries 
who  will  participate  in  the  celebrations. 

There  is  no  appropriation  attached 
to  this  resolution  Whatsoever.  It  is  the 
same  type  of  resolution  which  has  been 
adopted  for  Muhlenberg  College,  for 
Princeton  University,  Harvard,  and  other 
universities  and  collates. 

Mr.  FLANNAGAN.;  Mr.  Speaker,  re- 
:  serving  the  right  to  deject,  and  I  shall 
not  object,  I  hope  that  ttiis  resolution 
will  be  unanimously  adopted. 

Next  year  Washington  and  Lee  Uni¬ 
versity  will  celebrate  heA  two  hundredth 
anniversary.  Two  hundred  years  ago  a 
small  but  determined  buWh  of  Scotch- 
Irish  Presbyterians  founded  a  classical 
school  in  the  beautiful  valley  of  Vir¬ 
ginia  near  the  present  town  of  Lexing¬ 
ton.  The  founders  were!  deeply  re¬ 
ligious;  they  were  intensely  patriotic; 
and  because  they  put  God  |nd  country 
first,  they  laid  a  lasting  foundation.  God 
and  country  have  ever  stoid  first  at 
Washington  and  Lee  and  tcklay,  after 
200  years  of  God-fearing,  patriotic  serv¬ 
ice,  still  stand  first  and  because  these  two 
things  have  ever  been  placed  fi&st,  today 
upon  that  simple,  lasting  foundation  laid 
by  God-fearing,  patriotic  men  2B0  years 
ago  stands  the  great  university  oi  Wash¬ 
ington  and  Lee  whose  influence  fqr  good 
has  been  felt  not  only  in  every  State  of 
the  Union  but  throughout  the  wo^ld. 

No  wonder  General  Washington  es¬ 
teemed  it  a  privilege  to  render  financial 
aid  to,  and  General  Lee  was  proujjl  to 
become  a  part  of,  such  an  institution* 

May  religion  and  patriotism  ever  re¬ 
main  the  guiding  influences  of  Washing¬ 
ton  and  Lee. 

(Mr.  FLANNAGAN  asked  and  w^s 
given  permission  to  revise  and  extern; 
his  remarks.) 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  Speaker,  re¬ 
serving  the  right  to  object,  and,  of  course,' 
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\  shall  not  object,  I  hope  that  this  reso¬ 
lution  will  be  approved. 

ashington  and  Lee  University,  which 
is  a  great  institution  in  a  great  section 
of  th?>country,  was  founded  in  1749  as 
Augustfnkcademy.  It  was  organized  and 
maintained  by  the  Scotch-Irish  settlers 
of  the  Shermndoah  Valley. 

Augusta  Academy  was  the  first  concrete 
expression,  of  that  devotion  to  learning 
and  religion  whito  characterized  the  set¬ 
tlers  of  the  Vall^t  of  Virginia.  It  was 
the  fifth  in  order  Grounding  of  our  his¬ 
toric  American  c 
In  the  spring  of  177\2  months  before 
the  Declaration  of  Independence,  its 
name  was  changed  to  Liberty  Hall.  It 
was  incorporated  in  1782.  Ir^798  George 
Washington  endowed  the  scNpoI  with  a 
gift  valued  at  $50,000  and  fonually  au¬ 
thorized  it  to  bear  his  name.  iVwas  at 
this  time  that  it  became  known  as\/ash- 
ington  College. 

After  the  surrender  at  Appomattox,>ne 
immortal  Robert  E.  Lee  was  the  recipie 
of  many  offers  at  home  and  abroa 
Among  these  were  offers  that  would  have 
brought  him  wealth  and  further  fame. 
Instead. of  any  of  these  Lee  accepted  the 
presidency  of  Washington  College,  then 
a  war-wrecked  and  poverty-stricken  in¬ 
stitution.  Thus  he  chose  to  help  prepare 
the  youth  of  the  South  to  meet  the  prob¬ 
lems  and  bear  the  burdens  of  the  tragic 
years  of  reconstruction.  Without  money 
or  endowment,  in  5  years  he  developed 
the  little  college  into  a  university  of  prac¬ 
tical  training. 

In  1871,  after  the  death  of  General 
Lee,  the  name  of  Washington  College 
was  chan'ged  to  its  present  title  “The 
Washington  and  Lee  University.’’ 

Washington  and  Lee  is  independent  of 
both  church  and  state.  It  has  given  to 
the  Nation  many  of  its  greatest  leaders. 
Its  history  is  now  ancient  and  honorable. 
Yet  it  stands  today  as  one  of  the  most 
progressive  and  modern  institutions  of 
learning  in  the  country. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  withdraw  my  reserva¬ 
tion  and  urge  the  adoption  of  the  reso¬ 
lution. 

(Mr.  HARRISON  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr. 
may  I  say  to  the  gentleman  that  tj  s 
resolution  passed  the  Senate  on  ye: 
day  by  a  unanimous  vote.  The 
many  Members  and  former  Members  of 
the  House  and  the  Senate  who  afe  grad 
uates  of  Washington  and  Lee  University, 
a  school  that  has  given  to /he  Nation 
many  great  men,  and  I  fcnink  it  only 
proper  that  this  resolution  be  adopted. 

Mr.  CRAVENS.  I  forty  concur  in  all 
that  the  gentleman  /from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Brown]  has  said.  Jrwithdrav.my  res¬ 
ervation  and  urge/xhe  adoption  of  the 
resolution. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of^ie  gentleman  from  Ohio? 
There  was- no  objection. 

The  Cleyk  read  the  joint  resolution,  as 
follows:/ 

Wher/s  during  the  year  1949  there  will  be 
celebrated  the  two  hundredth  anniversary  of 
founding  of  the  Washington  and  Lee  Uni¬ 
versity  as  Augusta  Academy;  and 
/Whereas  George  Washington  made  this  in¬ 
stitution  the  beneficiary  of  the  gift  which  the 


Commonwealth  of  Virginia  tendered  aim  for 
his  services  in  he  Revolution;  and 

Whereas  Robert  E.  Lee,  declining  easier  and 
more  lucrative  positions,  gave  the  last  years 
of  his  life  to  the  service  of  education  In  that 
college;  and 

Whereas  the  contributions  of  these  two 
eminent  citizens,  joined  with  those  of  a  long 
roll  of  others  devoted  to  the  public  good, 
have  forged  a  -,  institution  which  has  served 
the  Nation  for  two  centuries  in  maintaining 
and  promoting  the  ideals  of  constitutional 
American  liberty:  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved,  etc.,  That  the  Government  and 
people  of  the  United  States  unite  with  Wash¬ 
ington  and  Lee  University  and  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  the  Washington  and  Lee  Univer¬ 
sity  Bicentennial  authorized  by  the  General 
Assembly  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Virginia 
in  the  appropriate  observance  of  this  anni¬ 
versary. 

Sec.  2.  There  is  hereby  established  a  com¬ 
mission  to  be  known  as  the  United  States 
Washington  and  Lee  University  Bicenten¬ 
nial  Commission  (hereinafter  referred  to  as 
the  Commission)  to  be  composed  of  15  com¬ 
missioners,  as  follows:  The  President  of  the 
United  States  and  four  persons  to  be  ap- 


opinion  the  only  way  we  can  return  them 
to  that  same  position  is  for  the  majority 
leadership  to  bring  out  that  legislation 
which  will  provide  for  an  average  $800 
increase  and  which  will  make  tl^at  in¬ 
crease  a  permanent  one.  I  am  §*tre  that 
such  a  measure  would  be  overwhelmingly 
approved  by  this  House. 

I  earnestly  hope  that  we  snso  give  con¬ 
sideration  to  those  enyployees  under 
wage-board  sj^stems  as  yfell  as  the  classi¬ 
fied  and  postal  grouge.  There  is  .  cer¬ 
tainly  no  justification  for  excluding 
wage-board  employees  who  are  just  as 
desperately  in  need  of  a  cost-of-living 
raise  as  are  \Me  other  governmental 
groups.  In  ly  own  State  of  Rhode  Is¬ 
land,  wage-tjhhrd  employees  in  the  Nar- 
ragansett  B&y  area  have  received  wage 
increases /f  1  to  4  cents  per  hour  in 
the  pasjrt2  years.  I  think  that  you  will 
agree  with  me  when  I  say  that  such  in¬ 
creases  are  wholly  inadequate  in  the 
ligljt;  of  the  continued  rise  in  the  cost  of 
liying.  After  the  First  World  War  they 
$eve  included  in  the  general  cost-of- 


polnted  by  him,  the  Pres  dent  of  the  Senate 

&  o  in  t  etrib saifi3  Pr  e si d ent of  The”  Sena te^  "nd/Hving  pay  adjustments  Again,  during 
e  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representative^'  the  economy  period  of  1932  these  wage- 
-  --  ■  board  employees  were  included  in  the  15 

percent  general  wage  cut  effected  by 
Congress. 

There  is  no  adequate  reason,  at  the 
present  time,  for  excluding  this  group 
from  consideration  and  I  for  one  will 
strenuously  object  to  any  such  discrimi¬ 
nation.  I  am  heartily  in  favor  of  the 
Jones  bill,  now  in  the  House  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  Committee  and  the  Bridges  bill  in 
the  Senate  Labor  and  Public  Welfare 
Committee.  Among  other  things  both 
these  bills  would  make  it  mandatory  for 
50-percent  representation  on  the  wage 
•boards  by  labor  members.  It  was  pri¬ 
marily  due  to  lack  of  adequate  labor  rep¬ 
resentation  on  these  boards  that  the 
sorry  plight  of  employees  under  their 
jurisdiction  has  reached  its  present 
stage. 

Yesterday,  this  House  recognized  its 
responsibility  under  the  present  econ¬ 
omy  by  providing  for  adjustments  to 
star-route  carriers.  I  see  no  reason  why 
such  recognition  will  not  be  applied  to 
11  Government  employees;  if  only  the 
publican  majority  leadership  will  per¬ 
mit  the  Members  of  this  body  to  exer- 
cisevtheir  discretion  by  reporting  out 
suitable  bills. 


on- 


ana  four  Members  of  the  House  to  be  ajp- 
poimed  by  said  Speaker.  j 

SeCl3.  The  Commission,  on  behalf  or  the 
Unitecr  States,  shall  cooperate  with*#  pre¬ 
sentations  of  Washington  and  Lee /Univer¬ 
sity  and  'toe  Commonwealth  of  Wrgmia  in 
appropriate  observance  of  "’his  ;*mniversary 
and  extend  /appropriate  courtesies  to  the 
delegates  of  foreign  universities  and  other 
foreign  learned  ifeidir '  or  individuals  attend¬ 
ing  the  celebration  as  guests  of  Washington 
and  Lee  University 

Sec.  4.  The  memutes^of  the  Commission 
shall  serve  without  ctoipensation  and  shall 
select  a  chairman  frgmwrnong  their  number, 
but  the  President  pf  theVnited  States  shall 
be  designated  as  Jt he  honorary  chairman  of 
the  Commissio.  ' 

Sec.  5.  Any  ^vacancies  occurring  in  the 
membership  m.  the  Comrussionfohall  be  filled 
in  the  sarme  manner  in  which  Anginal  ap¬ 
pointments  to  such  Commission  aiVmr.de. 

The  joint  resolution  was  ordered  to  be 
third  time,  was  read  the  third 
tiihV  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  re 
r  was  laid  on  the  table. 

EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

Mr.  FOGARTY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re¬ 
marks  at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Rhode  Island? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  FOGARTY.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  are 
advised  that  in  about.  2  weeks  the  Re¬ 
publican  leaders  intend  to  adjourn  the 
Congress.  In  view  of  this  decision,  I  am 
becoming  very  much  alarmed  about  the 
lack  of  action  regarding  the  promised 
pay  increase  for  governmental  em¬ 
ployees. 

I  am  sure  that  the  Chamber  fully 
agrees  with  me  when  I  say  that  no  group 
of  workers  in  this  country  have  been 
more  faithful  or  hard  working  than 
these.  We  all  know  that  they  have  been 
led  to  believe  that  an  honest  attempt 
would  be  made  to  bring  their  wages 
somewhat  in  line  with  the  rise  in  the 
cost  of  living.  Actually  they  are  not 
asking  for  a  pay  raise  but  only  want  to 
regain  the  standard  they  held  before  the 
drastic  rise  in  prices.  In  my  sincere 


f TENSION  OP  REMARKS 

Mr.  FALLON  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Record  and  include  an  editorial. 

Mr.  RANKfN  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  ^vise  and  extend  his 
remarks. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  \^ked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend ’his  remarks  in  the 
Record  and  include  twto  articles. 

Mr.  DEVTTT  asked  smd  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Record  and  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  KERSTEN  of  Wisconsin  asked 
and  was  given  permission  to  extend  his 
remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  an 
article. 

Mr.  GRANT  of  Indiana  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  extend  hfs 
remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  an 
article. 
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HIGHLIGHTS:  House  received  coherence  report  on  agricultural  appropriation  hill. 
House  debated  and  passed  price-import  hill.  Houso/passcd  displaced-pcrsons  Lill. 
Road-authorizations  hill  sent  to-\j?nf crencc.  Sen/te  passed  farn-lahor  supply. hill. 
Senate  massed  omnibus  flood-controlVbill.  Scad*  authorized  Agriculture  Committee 
to  investigate  foot-and-mouth  disease.  Senator  received  veto  message  on  hill  autnor- 
izing  rate  agreements  between' carriers.  Scr^te  committee  reported  corporations  and 
Interior  a-roroT>riation  hills* 


-  June  11 


1. 


AGRICULTURAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL.  Received  the  conference  report  on  this  hill, 
H.  R.  5383  (pp.  3071-4).  Attached  to  this  Digest  is  a  summary  of  actions  y 

the  conferees. 


2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 


^ _ ,  _ ^ 1  1  1  ■  '  "  “  I  11  . 

PRICE  SUPPORTS.  Began- debate  on  K.  R.-.. 6243  to  Provid\/or  continuation  of 
price  supports  on  £arm  products  (pp.  8074-36). 

DISPLACED  PSIiSOl^.  Passed.  these 

entry  of  displaced  persons  into  the  U.  S.,  witn  provision 

persons  he  farm  workers  (pp.  3040-69). 


DISASTER  RELIEF .  Rep.  Angell ,  Oreg„.  spoke  in  favor  of  ^rf^HingTedelol 

the  Cojikbia  River  floods  and  inserted  a  "partial  list  of  acts  .provU^ng  de  .J 

aid  in  disasters"  (pp.  3045-S)» 

APPROPRIATIONS.  Received  the  conference  report  on  H  R.  5524,  the  Army  Do^rt 
(Lt  civil  functions  appropriation  bill  (pp.  8  o9-7  K  propriation  bi’ 

Received  the  conference  report  on  K.  R.  .«* 

(pp.  3081-2).' 


6.-  PERSONNEL.  The  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service  Committee  reported  without  amenc 
mont  H.  R.  6641,  to  amend  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  to  provide  annuij 
for  certain  surviving  spouses  of  annuitants  retired  before  Apr.  1,  1948  (3 
R%fc.  2309) (p.  2099). 

'Rep.  Rogers,  Mass.,  inserted  the  Supreme  Court fs  decision  regardig^  the 
Veterans1  Preference  Act  ( pp .  203 6-9 } . 

Lyle*,  Tex. ,  spoke  in  favor  of  a  pay  raise  for  Federal  employees  (p. 

2040)c 


7 , .  ROAD  AUTHOKtaATIONS.  Reps.  -  Dondero ,  Cunningham,  McGregor,  Bcall^  Whittington, 
Elliott ,• andSFallon,  and  Sens. ■ Revercomb,  Cooper,  and  Chavez  Were  appointed 
conferees  on  IL-R.  5 888,  to  authorize  additional  roa,d  appropriations,  includ¬ 
ing  appropriations-  for  forest  highways  and  forest  development  roads  and  trails 
(pp.  2027,  8070)" 


S.  HOUSING.  Rep.  Blatn^:,  Minn.,  spoke  in  support  of  the  jlf-E-W  housing  hill,  S. 

.  266  (PPo  2035-6). 


9.  SOCIAL  SECURITY.  Rep.  Efbcrhartcr,  Pa.,  inserted  an'  analysis  of  H«  R.  6279. 


which  broadens .the  Social\Sccurity  .Act  and  incli 
ees  of  certain  EGA  agencioK,  subject  to  .the 


a  provision  making  employ- 

pp,  2026-8).  • ■ 


10..  RECLAMATION,.  .  .House  conferees  ■foipre  appointod<^6n  H.  R.  54l6,  to  promote  the 
interests  of  the  Port  Hall  Indifen  irrigation  project,  Idaho  (p.  8074). 


11.  TRAVEL.  H.  R.  6136  (  seo  Digest  101).  amends  the  act  of  1940,  to  encourage  travel 
in  the  U,  S. ,  so  as  to  establish  a  3ttUiatod  States  Travel  Bureau”  as  a  separate 
Interior  Department  agency  and  to  rgiRQVo  the  $100,000  limit  in  the  appropria¬ 
tion  authorization- 


120  FARM  PROGRAM.  Rep,  Gross,.  Pa.,  driticizcdg?  rice-support  administration,  pay¬ 
ments  to  farmers,  and  a.  cook  T^fok  on  low-cagt  foods  (June  8;  p.  7549)* 


HATE  -  Juno  11 


13.  FORESTS.  The  Interior  arWT  Insular  Affairs  Committee  reported  without  amendment 
H.  Re  2267,  to  permit  ,Wsub  jo  ct  to  certain  conditions ,  mining  locations  under 
:  the  U»  S.  mining  la.ws^nn  part  of  the  Harney  NationaL  Forest  (S.  Rept.  1597)  - 
(p.  7967). 


14.  SEN.  CAPPER.  SeryfWherry,  Nebr. ,  inserted  an  article  by^Gould  Lincoln  commend¬ 
ing  Chairman  Cajrocr  of  the  Senate  Agriculture  and  Forestrfe  Committee  (p,  Jj66)0 


15*  FOREIGN  RELATjjTONS.  Agreed,  64-4,  to  S.  Res.  239»  reaffirnin|feU,  S.  policy  to 
achieve  international  .peace  and  security  through  U.  N.  (pp„  1(970-8026). 


16.  RE CLAM 
(p.  SO 1 


5N.  Senate  conferees  were  appointed  on  H.  R.  54l6  (see  \tem  10  above) 


AGREEMENTS.  Sen.  Myers,  Pa.,  inserted  a  Pittsburgh  C  of  C  stat^ient 
coring  continuation  of  the  trade-agreements  program  (p.  2022). 


BILLS  INTRODUCED  -  June  11 


L  CIVIL— SERVICE  RETIREMENT.  -  H.  R.  6085,  6286,  and'  6827,  "by  Rep.  Stevenson,  Nil 
to  amend  the  Retirement  A.ct;  to  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service 'Committee  (p, 
8100), 
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Conference  Report  —  Agricultural  Appropriation  Bill,  1949 

(Reported  June  11,  1948) 

Funds  and  Principal  Language  Change s 


Amend- 

Increases  and  decreases 

Senate 

Conference 

nent 

Iten 

cor.ipa.red 

Report 

Ho , 

wi  th 

compared 

‘  * 

House 

with 

House  Bill 

1 

OFFICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY; 

• 

Provision  inserted  "by  House  authorizing  the  Secre— 

tary  to  enploy  not  to  exceed  ten  persons  at 
salary  rates  not  in  excess  of  $15,000  per  annum* 

Sena.te 

struck 

* 

RESEARCH  AND  MARKETING  ACT  OF  1946: 

2 

Payments  to  State  Agricultural  Experiment  Stations 

(Sec.  9,  Title  I  of  the  Act) . 

/$1, 500,000 

/$750,000 

3 

Utilization  research  (Sec.  10(a),  Title  I  of  the 

Act) . 

/l, 800,000 

7*900,000 

4 

Research  other  than  utilization  research 

(Sec,  10(h),  Title  I  of  the  Act) . 

7*900,000 

7*450,000 

5 

Marketing  research  and  services  (Title  II  of  the 

Act )  . . .  •  . .  . 

1,000,000 

-250,000 
/1, 850,000 

6 

Total  for  Research  and  Marketing  Act . . 

/3,' 200 '000 

OFFICE  OF  THE  SOLICITOR; 

7 

Salaries  and  expenses . 

/100,000 

/27,000 

7*50,000 

/13.500 

/83.500 

I 

8 

0  _  salnrv  linitntion. . . . .  . 

BUREAU  OF  AGRICULTURAL  ECONOMICS: 

q 

Economic  investigations . . . 

7*88,500 

J 

EXTENSION  SERVICE; 

10 

Payments  to  States  for  cooperative  agricultural 

extension  work,  Bankhead-Flannagan  Act  of  June 

6,  1945  (Section  23,  Title  II)... . 

7*2, 000, 000 

/l ,000,000 

11 

Total  for  xoaynents  to  States,  Hawaii,  Ala.ska,  and 

7*2,000,000 

7*1,000,000 

Puerto  Pi  cn  . . . . 

OFFICE  OF  EXPERIMENT  STATIONS: 

12 

Payments  to  States,  Hr.waii,  and  Puerto  Rico,  Title 

7*200,000 

* 

House  deleted  Budget  language  providing  for  the 

transfer  of  $316  to  the  appropriation  "Research 
on  agricultural  problems  of  Alaska",  without 

matching  requirement.  Senate  restored  language 
deleted  by  House  and  added  the  words  "not  to 
exceed"  rela.ting  to  the  amount  to  be  transferred 
'.to  the  appropriation  "Research  on  agricultural 

problems  of  Alaska"*  The  conference  report 

: 

states  that  the  managers  on  the  part  of  the 

House  will  move  to  recede  and  concur. . . 

: 

Ed  fd  a 


Increases  and  decreases 

Amend¬ 

ment 

Ro. 

Item 

Senate 

compared 

with 

House 

Conference 

Report 

compared 

with 

House  Bill 

13 

OrriCE  or  EXPERIMENT  STATIONS:  Cont. 

Total  for  payments  to  States,  Hfe.-3t.di  and  Puerto 
Rico . . .  . . . 

/$200,000 

* 

- 

The  conference  report  states  that  the  managers  on 
the  part  of  the  House  will  move  to  recede  and 

- 

concur. 

.  - 

i4 

BUREAU  OP  ANIMAL  INDUSTRY; 

D.  G,  salary  limitation. . . 

/566,30c 
/11 , 500, 000 

/25,000 

/$ 566, 300 
* 

15 

16 

Meat  inspection.' . . . 

Senate  inserted  language  providing  for  a  direct 
appropriation  for  meat  inspection  services,  and 
inserted  provision  returning  the  unobligated 
balance  remaining  in  the  "Meat  inspection  fund*, 
established  by  the  Agricultural  Appropriation 

Act  of  1948,  to  the  general  fund  of  the- 
Treasury.'  The  conference  report  states  that  the 
managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  will  move  to 
recede  and  concur,. 

Virus  Serum  Toxin  Ac  t . . . . 

/2'5,000 

iBUREAU  OP  PLANT  INDUSTRY , •  SOILS,  AND  AGRICULTURAL  ':  : 

:  ENGINEERING:  :  ; 

:  Soils,  fertilizers,  and  irrigation:  :  : 

17,ptA:  Pe’rtilizers  and  their  improvement . :  /45,000:  /45,000 

17, pt.2:  Replacement  of  worn-out  equipment . . . . .  :  /l3,000-:  *  /l3,000 

•  •  • 

sBUHEAU  OR  ENTOMOLOGY  AND  PLANT  QUARANTINE;  :  : 

18  :  Insect  investigations . . . :  /3»500:  Senate 

s’  :  :  recedes 

19  :  Control  of  emergency  outbreaks  of  insects  and  :  : 

:  .  plant  diseases . .......... . :  /750,000;.  /750,000 

: BUREAU  OP  AGRICULTURAL  AID  INDUSTRIAL  CHEMISTRY;  - 

20  ;  Agricultural!  chemical  and  naval  stores  investige.-  :  : 

•  tions . . /45.000;  /45.000 

FOREST  SERVICE;  :  .  J 

.  :  Rational  forest  protection  and  management;  ;  ; 

21,ptc.l:  Eire  control.  .’. . ;  /lOO.OOO:  /  50,000 

21,pte2:  Timber  and  forest  products  sales. . . . :  /199.S25:  /l50,000 

21,pt.3c  Range  use — Allocation  and  issue.nce  of  grazing  ;  ; 

•  permits,  supervision  of  range  use  by  domestic  i  ; 

:  livestock . . . i  /75,000:  /37,500 

,pt.4:  Addition  to  Shasta  Rational  Forest,  California..:  -  /50,000:  /50.000 

»pt.5:  Loke  Tahoe  recreation  area,  Nevada. . . . ;  /35,OO0:  /17.500 

,pt„6:  Recreational  facilities,  Payette  Rational  Pores t^  ; 

5  1  daho . . . /l 5,000;  /IO.OOO, 

:  Total ,  Rational  forest  prot ection  and  management..:  /47 4,825:  /3l5,°Qg 


“  9  - 


Amend¬ 

ment 

No. 

Increases  and  decreases 

-  Item 

Senate 

compared 

with 

House 

Conference 

Report 

compared 

with 

House  Bill 

22, p  tel 

FOREST  SERVICE; .  Cont.  '  \ 

Forest  and  range  management  investigations: 

Forest  management.. . 

^50,000 

/25,000 

?2,pt .  2 

Watershed  management  and  protection. .  *L  * 

,  /25.000 

/72.000 

./12.500 

/125,000 

■/72,000 

23 

24 

Forest  product's. ....... 

Forest  resources  investigations _ 

FOREST  ROADS  Alii)  TRAILS: . 

25 

Forest  highways . 

0  0 

0  0 

0  0 

0  0 

0  0 
r-a  K>\ 

^300*000 

,£300,000 

26 

Total  for  forest  roads  and  trails . I...  T 

FLOOD  CONTROL: 

27 

Language  providing  that  (Senate  Bill,  $2,070,500; 

Conference  Report,  $1,800,000)  shall  he. avail- 

.  — 

able  for  preliminary  examinations  and  surveys... 

,-i  Senate 

.House 

28 

The  word  "necessary"  inserted  relating  to  the. use 
of  funds  on  the  Little  Tallahatchie  .arid  Yazoo 

.  -inserted 

agrees 

’  •: 

.watersheds .  , 

Senate 

inserted 

'■  House 
agrees 

SOIL  CONSERVATION  SERVICE; 

29 

Soil  conservation  research . . . T_  , 

/ 500,000 
500,000 

/500,000 

-500,000 

30 

Soil  conservation  operations . 

LAND  UTILIZATION 'AND  RETIREMENT  OF  SUBMARGINAL  LANDi 

31 

D.  C.  salary  limitation . . 

/s;999 

Senate 
-  recedes 

32 

Total  for  Land  utilization  and  retirement  of  sub- 

marginal  land. . . . . ' . 

/25O,0OO 

/125,000 

CONSERVATION  AND  USE  OF  AGRICULTURAL  LAND  RESOURCES: 

33 

House  reduced  the  authorization -proposed  .in  the 

Budget  for, the  1949  crop-year  program  from 
$300,000,000  to  $225,000,000.  Senate  restored 

the  Budget  estimate . . . 

H  % 

* 

34 

Provision  relating  to  the  maximum  amount  of  pay- 
.  ments  to  he  received  hy  any  participant  for  the 

'  . 

1949  crop  year  increased  from  $800  to  $780 . 

Senate 

House 

EXPORTATION  AND.  DOMESTIC  CONSUMPTION  OF  AGRICULTURAL; 
COMMODITIES: 

inserted 

agrees 

35 

Language  providing  that  not  to  exceed  $500,000  of 
.  Section  32  funds  shall  he  used  for  payments  in 
connection  with  the  manufacture  of  insulation 
products.  The  conference  report  states  that  the 
managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  will  move  to 

t 

recede  and  concur . . . . 

Senate 

inserted 

* 

\ 
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36 


37 

3S 


39 

40 
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Increases  and  decreases 


Senate 

conpared 

with 

House 


NATIONAL  SCHOOL  LUNCH  ACT* 

Senate  provided  an  additional  $10,000,000  for 
food  assistance  to  States  (requested  in  H.  Doc* 
653)  to  he  transferred-  from  Section  32  funds  *  ' 
aching  a  total  of-  $75,000,000  available  for  the 

purposes  of  the- national  School  Lunch  Act.. . 

MARKETING  SERVICES: ' * . . 

D.  C.:  salary  limitation . 


Conference 

Report 

conpared 

with 

House  Bill 


0 , 000 , 0  00)  {fio ,000,000) 


Market  Hews  Service: . 

Senate  provided'  increase  of  $25,000  for  Market 
Hews  Service' as  follows: 

On  livestock  in  Florida . . 

On  poultry  in  Boston,  Mass* . . 

On  dairy,  poultry,  fruit  and  vegetable  products 

in  Seattle  and  Yakima,  Washington., . . . 

For' restoration- of  Market  Hews  Service  in  DvC. 
For' a  national  frozen  food  reporting  service.... 

FARMERS 1  HOME  ALMI  Hi  STRATI  OH:  . 

Production  and  subsistence  loans,  Title  II........ 

RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION  AIMIHI STRATI 01T: 

Salaries  and  expenses . ; . . . 

Senate  allowance  of  50  percent  of  increa.se  re¬ 
quested  in  Budget  amendment  contained  in  S.  Doc, 
150.  .......  .. 

GENERAL  PROVISIONS: : 

Language  providing  that  the  Secretary  may 
authorize  the  Regional  -Agricultural-  Credit  • 
Corporation  to  reenter  an  area  or  region  where 
an  economic  emergency  or  production  disaster 

has’  occurred* . . 7  ...........  ♦ 

The  conference  report  states  that  the  managers  on 
the;  port  of  the;  House  will  move  to -recede  and 

concur.  :  •  •  ■  . 

FEDERAL;  CROP  INSURANCE*  CORPORATION:  : 

©iterating  expenses:  .  ;  '* 

Language  providing-  that  the  unobligated  balance- 
of  the  appropriation  for  the  fiscal  year  1948 
shall  be  available  to  complete  the  liquida-" 
tion  of  the  1947  and  prior-year  programs...... 

The  conference  report  states  that  the  managers 
on  the  part  of  the  House  will  move  to  recede 
and  concur. 


/10,000 


/5.000 

/5.000 


/5,ooo 
/5.000 
1/15,000,000 
/450.000 


Senate 

inserted 


Senate 

inserted 


*  Reported  in  disagreement. 


Senate 

recedes 


7-7,500 

7^7,500 

/7 » 500 


/1 5, 000, 000 

7450.^000 


Prepared  by-  Office  of  Budget  and  Finance 
Division  of  Estimates  and  Allotments 
June  12,  1948 
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EXCERPTS  FROM  STATEMENT  OP  HOUSE  CONFEREES  ON  H.  R.  5SS3,  AGRICULTURAL  APPROPRIATION 

BILL  FOR  1949: 

Land  Utilization  and  Retirement  of  Submarginal  Land  —  Amendment  32.  general 

expenses:  "It  is  the  view  of  the  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  and  Senate  that 

with  regard  to  much  of  the  submarginal  land,  the  operation  of  which  is  provided  for 
in  this  appropriation,  the  Government  should  dispose  of  such  land  "by  sale  in  order 
that  it  may  go  he.ck  into  private  ownership.  Therefore,  the  managers  suggest  to  the 
Department  that  it  give  concerted  and  continuing  attention  to  the  matter  of  recom¬ 
mending  the  c-doption  of  such  legislation  as  may  "be  needed  to  authorize  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  dispose  of  such  land  through  sale.11 

Core  Testing  of  Wool:  11  ...the  House  committee  hereby  supplements  its  letter  of 
March  10,  as  follows: 

nThe  committee  will  expect  the  Secretory  to  explore  thoroughly  forthwith  the 
possibility  of  negotiating  and  effectuating  a  contract  with  a.  private  laboratory  or 
laboratories  for  the  core  testing  of  wool  within  the  framework  of  the  law  as  it  now 
exists.  Under  such  a  contract,  the  laboratory,  its  equipment,  and  its  staff  would, 
of  necessity,  be  subject  at  all  times  to  inspection  and  supervision  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment,  and  the  results  of  the  tests  would  be  promulgated  by  the  Department  and  would 
thus  enjoy  the  sane  prestige  in  the  market  and  in  the  courts  as  would  obtain  if  the 
laboratory  were  Government-owned  and  Government-operated. 

"Meanwhile,  immediate  service  should  be  extended  by  the  Department  to  wool 
growers  now  needing  such  tests.  The  committee  has  the  assurance  of  the  Department 
that  in  the  furnishing  of  such  immediate  service  to  the  growers  no  steps  need  or 
will  be  taken  which  will  prejudice  the  contract  negotiations  with  private  labora¬ 
tories." 


Research  and  Marketing  Act:  Reps.  Horan  and  Phillips  submitted  a  supplementary.  . 
statement,"  part  of  which  follows:  "It  was  not  intended...,  nor  do  we  believe  it  to 
be  the  intent  of  Congress  now,  that  money,  voted  with  such  liberality  under  this 
act  should  be  used  to  implement  research  already  carried  on  by  established  research 
sections  of  the  Department...  Congress  intended  to  encourage  research  in  marketing, 
to  balance  the  research  in  production. . .  the  specific  emphasis  should  be  clear  an 
specifically  on  marketing.  It  certainly  was  never  the  intention  of  the  Congress 
that  this  money  should  be  used,  in  any  amount,  to  replace  cuts...m  any  appropria- 
tion  itens . .  .there  should  bo  no  Intel*. -.to  'equalize'  the  mounts  given  the  severo.1 
sections  of  the  Act,  as  represented  by  the  amendments  numbered  2,  3» 
section  should  stand  on  its  own  nerits.  Tho  expenditures  and  the  requests  for  each 
section  should  he  studied  separately  and  carefully,  the  noney  should J^th? „ “  " 
ed  on  the  basis  of  study  and  decision  for  each  section.  There  co  - 

ferencesto  he.  first,  a  feeling  that  additional  noney  could  he  put  in  the  appro¬ 
priation  without  regard  to  duplication,  or  inplenentation,  or  the  work  of  long 
established  section^  and  second,  there  was  on  indication  of  a  desire  to  equalise 
the  money  for  erch  section,  without  regard  to  the  justifications,  the  p<.s 
eroeriences  or  tho  future  plans.  These  concerns  on  our  port  are  not  serious  at  the 
nonent,  nor’in  this  budget,  hut  it  would  he  serious  to  establish  the  attitudes, 
which  we  refer,  as  a  policy  of  the  Congress... 


t  • 


80th  Congress  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  j  Report 
Session  j  j  No.  2321 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE  (EXCLUSIVE  OF  FARM 
CREDIT  ADMINISTRATION)  APPROPRIATION  BILL, 
1949 


June  11,  1948. — Ordered  to  be  printed 


Mr.  Dirksen,  from  the  committee  of  conference,  submitted  the 


following 


CONFERENCE  REPORT 

[To  accompany  H.  R.  5883] 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  5883) 
making  appropriations  for  the  Department  of  Agriculture  (exclusive 
of  the  Farm  Credit  Administration)  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30,  1949,  and  for  other  purposes,  having  met,  after  full  and  free  con¬ 
ference,  have  agreed  to  recommend  and  do  recommend  to  their 
respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amendments  numbered  18,  31, 
and  37. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendments 
of  the  Senate  numbered  9,  14,  16,  17,  19,  20,  24,  25,  26,  28,  29,  30,  34, 
36,  39,  and  40,  and  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  2: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  2,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 
follows  * 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $ 8,250,000 ; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  3: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  3,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 

follows* 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $ 3,900,000 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 
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Amendment  numbered  4: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  4,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 
follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $1 ,950,000; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  5: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  5,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 
follows : 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $4,750,000; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  6 : 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  6,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 
follows : 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $ 13,850,000 >; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  7 : 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  7,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 
follows : 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $2,074,500; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  8: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  8,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 
follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $1 ,416,533; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  10: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  10,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $11 ,500,000; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  same. 

Amendment  numbered  11: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  11,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $25,966,950; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  same. 

Amendment  Numbered  21: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  21,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $25,204,175 ; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 
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Amendment  Numbered  22: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  22,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $2,787,500; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  23: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  23,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $ 1,125,000 ; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  27: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  27,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  named  in  said  amendment  insert  $1,800,000; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  32: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  32,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
ns  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $1 ,125,000; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  38: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  38,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  insert  $1 ,689,750; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

The  committee  of  conference  report  in  disagreement  amendments 
numbered  1,  12,  13,  15,  33,  35,  41,  and  42. 

Everett  M.  Dirksen, 
Charles  A.  Plumley, 

H.  Carl  Andersen, 

Walt  Horan, 

John  Phillips, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

Jamie  L.  Whitten, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

C.  Wayland  Brooks, 

Chan  Gurney, 

Clyde  M.  Reed, 

Richard  B.  Russell, 

Carl  Hayden, 

M.  E.  Tydings, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 


STATEMENT  OF  THE  MANAGERS  ON  THE  PART  OF  THE  HOUSE 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate 
to  the  bill  (H.  R.  5883)  making  appropriations  for  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  (exclusive  of  the  Farm  Credit  Administration)  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1949,  and  for  other  purposes,  submit  the 
following  statement  in  explanation  of  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed 
upon  and  recommended  in  the  accompanying  conference  report  as  to 
each  of  such  amendments,  namely: 

Amendment  No.  1  is  reported  in  disagreement. 

RESEARCH  AND  MARKETING  ACT  OF  1946 

Amendments  Nos.  2,  3,  4,  5,  and  6  appropriate  a  total  of  $13,850,000 
for  all  purposes  under  the  Research  and  Marketing  Act  of  1946, 
instead  of  $12,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $15,200,000  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate,  earmarked  by  major  purposes  in  the  bill  as 
follows:  For  payments  to  States,  Territories,  and  Puerto  Rico  for 
agricultural  experiment  stations,  the  House  proposed  $2,500,000,  the 
Senate  $4,000,000,  the  conferees  recommend  $3,250,000;  for  research 
on  utilization  and  associated  problems  the  House  proposed  $3,000,000, 
the  Senate  $4,800,000,  the  conferees  recommend  $3,900,000;  for 
cooperative  research  other  than  on  utilization  of  agricultural  com¬ 
modities  and  products  thereof  the  House  proposed  $1,500,000,  the 
Senate  $2,400,000,  the  conferees  recommend  $1,950,000;  for  market¬ 
ing  research  the  House  proposed  $5,000,000,  the  Senate  $4,000,000, 
the  conferees  recommend  $4,750,000. 

OFFICE  OF  THE  SOLICITOR 

Amendments  Nos.  7  and  8  appropriate  $2,074,500  for  salaries  and 
expenses,  Office  of  the  Solicitor,  instead  of  $2,024,500  as  proposed  by 
the  House  and  $2,124,500  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  of  which  not  to 
exceed  $1,416,533  may  be  expended  for  personal  services  in  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia  instead  of  $1,403,033  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$1,430,033  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

BUREAU  OF  AGRICULTURAL  ECONOMICS 

Amendment  No.  9  appropriates  $1,988,500  for  economic  investiga¬ 
tions  of  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics  instead  of  $1,900,000 
as  proposed  by  the  House. 

EXTENSION  SERVICE 

Amendments  Nos.  10  and  11,  relating  to  the  appropriation  for  the 
Extension  Service  under  section  23,  title  II  (the  Bankhead-Flannagan 
Act  of  June  6,  1945):  The  House  provided  an  increase  above  the 
budget  of  $2,000,000  toward  the  final  increment  of  $4,000,000  under 
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the  act  referred  to;  the  Senate  increased  the  House  amount  by  an 
additional  $2,000,000,  or  the  full  amount  of  the  $4,000,000  increment. 
The  conferees  have  agreed  upon  $3,000,000. 

OFFICE  OF  EXPERIMENT  STATIONS 

Amendments  Nos.  12  and  13  are  reported  in  disagreement. 

BUREAU  OF  ANIMAL  INDUSTRY 

Amendment  No.  14,  relating  to  the  limitation  on  personal  services 
in  the  District  of  Columbia:  The  House  provided  $651,700;  the 
Senate,  $1,218,000.  The  House  recedes.  Of  the  amount  provided, 
$56,000  is  for  nondepartmental  meat  inspection  personal  services. 

Amendment  No.  15  is  reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  16,  Virus  Serum  Toxin  Act:  The  Senate  provided 
an  increase  of  $25,000,  restoring  the  House  cut  of  the  same  amount. 
The  House  recedes. 

BUREAU  OF  PLANT  INDUSTRY,  SOILS,  AND  AGRICULTURAL  ENGINEERING 

Amendment  No.  17,  soils,  fertilizers,  and  irrigation:  The  Senate 
provided  an  increase  of  $45,000  for  the  development  and  evaluation  of 
slow-acting,  high-analysis,  synthetic  nitrogen  fertilizers,  and  an  in¬ 
crease  of  $13,000  for  the  replacement  of  worn-out  equipment.  The 
House  recedes. 

BUREAU  OF  ENTOMOLOGY  AND  PLANT  QUARANTINE 

Amendment  No.  18,  insect  investigations:  The  Senate  provided  an 
increase  of  $3,500.  The  Senate  recedes.  This  item  was  added  by  the 
■Senate  for  the  express  purpose  of  continuing  certain  research  previously 
carried  on  in  Arizona.  By  inadvertence,  the  amount  was  included 
under  the  appropriation  for  insect  investigations.  It  should  have 
been  included  in  the  appropriation  for  soils,  fertilizers  and  irrigation. 
Under  conference  rules,  the  item  could  not  be  transferred  from  insect 
investigations  to  the  item  for  soils,  fertilizers,  and  irrigation.  The 
conferees  feel  that  the  amount  needed  is  slight  and  that  money  for  the 
purpose  desired  can  be  found  by  the  Department  for  continuation 
of  the  work  at  Yuma  from  funds  allocated  in  amendments  Nos.  2,  3,  4, 
5,  or  17;  and  that  the  matter  can  be  discussed  further  in  a  future 

Amendment  No.  19,  control  of  emergency  outbreaks  of  insects  and 
plant  diseases.  The  House  appropriated  $1,000,000;  the  Senate, 
$1 ,750,000 ;  the  House  recedes. 

BUREAU  OF  AGRICULTURAL  AND  INDUSTRIAL  CHEMISTR1 

Amendment  No.  20,  agricultural  chemical  and  naval  stores  investi¬ 
gations:  The  Senate  provided  an  increase  ot  $25,000  to  continue  re¬ 
search  on  naval  stores  at  the  present  level.  The  House  recedes. 
The  Senate  also  provided  an  increase  of  $10,950  for  cucumber  pickling 
work  at  Raleigh,  N.  C.  The  House  recedes.  The  Senate  provided 
an  increase  of  $9,050  for  microbiological  research  on  Salmone  a 
■organisms  in  dried  eggs.  The  House  recedes. 


6 


AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1949 


FOREST  SERVICE 

Amendment  No.  21,  national-forest  protection  and  management: 
This  amendment  divides  into  six  parts.  Part  1,  fire  control:  The 
Senate  provided  an  increase  of  $100,000.  The  conferees  have  agreed 
upon  $50,000.  Part  2,  timber  and  forest  product  sales:  The  Senate 
provided  an  increase  of  $199,825;  the  conferees  have  agreed  upon 
$150,000.  Part  3,  range  use — allocation  and  issuance  of  grazing 
permits,  supervision  of  range  use  by  domestic  livestock:  The  Senate 
restored  $75,000  of  the  House  cut  of  $125,000;  the  conferees  have 
agreed  upon  $37,500.  Part  4,  for  protection  and  management  of 
addition  to  Shasta  National  Forest:  The  Senate  appropriated  $50,000; 
the  House  recedes.  Part  5,  Lake  Talioe  Recreation  Area,  Nevada: 
The  House  appropriated  $15,000;  the  Senate,  $50,000.  The  con¬ 
ferees  have  agreed  upon  $32,500.  Part  6,  recreational  facilities, 
Payette  National  Forest,  Idaho:  The  Senate  appropriated  $15,000; 
the  conferees  have  agreed  upon  $10,000. 

Amendment  No.  22,  forest  and  range  management  investigations- 
This  amendment  divides  into  two  parts.  Part  1,  forest  management: 
The  Senate  restored  the  House  cut  of  $50,000.  The  conferees  have 
agreed  upon  $25,000.  Part  2,  watershed  management  and  protection: 
The  Senate  restored  the  House  cut  of  $25,000;  the  conferees  have 
agreed  upon  $12,500. 

Amendment  No.  23,  forest  products:  The  House  appropriated 
,$1,000,000;  the  Senate,  $1,250,000;  the  conferees  have  agreed  upon 
$1  125  000. 

Amendment  No.  24,  forest  resources  investigations:  The  Senate 
restored  the  House  cut  of  $72,000;  the  House  recedes. 

FOREST  ROADS  AND  TRAILS 

Amendments  Nos.  25  and  26,  forest  highways:  The  House  appro¬ 
priated  $5,000,000;  the  Senate,  $5,300,000;  the  House  recedes. 

FLOOD  CONTROL 

Amendment  No.  27:  The  Senate  inserted  a  provision  allocating 
$2,070,500  of  the  appropriation  of  $6,000,000,  for  preliminary  exam¬ 
inations  and  surveys.  The  conferees  have  agreed  upon  $1,800,000. 

Amendment  No'.  28:  The  Senate  inserted  the  word  “necessary”  to 
qualify  the  designation  “work  projects’  of  the  ^  azoo  and  Little 
Tallahatchie  watersheds.  The  House  recedes.  The  following  is  a 
clarification  of  the  intent  of  the  conferees  of  both  the  House  and  the 
Senate  respecting  the  work  on  these  watersheds: 

As  indicated  by  the  discussions  in  the  House  hearings,  the  works 
of  improvement  authorized  to  be  installed  by  this  Department  in 
the  Yazoo  and  Little  Tallahatchie  watersheds  are  not  adequate  to 
control  the  movement  of  water  from  watershed  lands  until  it 
reaches  the  points  where  the  Corps  of  Engineers  takes  over  and 
to  obtain  such  control  the  installation  by  this  Department  of 
channel  improvement,  stream  bank  stabilization,  structural 
control  of  gullies,  and  other  sediment  and  water  control  measures 
in  addition  to  those  which  could  be  installed  under  the  approved 
survey  reports  is  necessary.  The  insertion  of  the  word  “neces- 
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sary”  is  to  be  construed  by  the  Department  as  an  intention  to 
eliminate  any  doubt  that  might  arise  that  the  Congress  intends 
that  the  funds  appropriated  and  allocated  for  use  on  the  Yazoo 
and  Little  Tallahatchie  watersheds  may  be  used  for  the  installa¬ 
tion  of  all  measures  necessary  to  control  the  movement  of  water 
from  the  watershed  lands  until  it  reaches  the  points  where  the 
Corps  of  Engineers  takes  over,  even  though  such  measures  may 
not  have  been  contemplated  by  the  approved  survey  reports. 

SOIL  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 

Amendment  No.  29,  soil  conservation  research:  The  House. appro¬ 
priated  $1,048,000;  the  Senate,  $1,548,000;  the  House  recedes. 

Amendment  No.  30,  soil  conservation  operations:  The  House  ap¬ 
propriated  $44,000,000;  the  Senate,  $43,500,000;  the  House  recedes. 

LAND  UTILIZATION  AND  RETIREMENT  OF  SURMARGINAL  LAND 

Amendment  No.  31,  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia: 
The  House  provided  $29,001;  the  Senate,  $38,000;  the  Senate  recedes. 

Amendment  No.  32,  general  expenses:  The  House  appropriated 
$1 ,000,000 ;  the  Senate,  $1,250,000;  the  conferees  have  agreed  upon 
$1,125,000.  It  is  the  view  of  the  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House 
and  Senate  that-  with  regard  to  much  of  the  submarginal  land,  the 
operation  of  which  is  provided  for  in  this  appropriation,  the  Govern¬ 
ment  should  dispose  of  such  land  by  sale  in  order  that  it  may  go  back 
into  private  ownership.  Therefore,  the  managers  suggest  to  the  De¬ 
partment  that  it  give  concerted  and  continuing  attention  to  the  matter 
of  recommending  the  adoption  of  such  legislation  as  may  be  needed  to 
authorize  the  Government  to  dispose  of  such  land  through  sale. 


SOIL  CONSERVATION  PAYMENTS 

Amendment  No.  33,  authorizing  the  amount  of  the  program  for  the 
crop  year  1949:  This  amendment  is  reported  hi  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  34,  limiting  the  amount  payable  to  any  one  partici¬ 
pant:  The  House  provided  $500;  the  Senate  $750.  The  House 
recedes. 

EXPORTATION  AND  DOMESTIC  CONSUMPTION  OF  AGRICULTURAL 

COMMODITIES 

Amendment  No.  35  is  reported  in  disagreement. 

NATIONAL  SCHOOL  LUNCH  ACT 

Amendment  No.  36:  The  House  provided  $65,000,000;  the  Senate, 
$75,000,000;  the  House  recedes.  The  amount  provided  includes 
$10^000,000  presented  to  the  Congress  in  the  pending  supplemental 
estimate  (H.  Doc.  No.  653)  for  the  National  School  Lunch  Act. 

MARKETING  SERVICES 

Amendment  No.  37,  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia: 
the  House  provided  $2,187,827;  the  Senate,  $2,197,827,  the  Senate 
recedes. 
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Amendment  No.  38,  market  news  service:  The  Senate  appropriated 
an  increase  of  $25,000:  the  conferees  have  agreed  upon  an  increase  of 
$22,500,  which  is  to  provide  an  equal  amount  of  $7,500  for  each  of 
the  following  projects:  ... 

(1)  For  extending  the  market  news  service  covering  Florida 
livestock  markets  reported  through  the  Thomas ville,  Ga.,  market 
news  office.  It  is  understood  the  Florida  State  Legislature  will 
make  an  appropriation  of  not  less  than  $5,000  to  supplement  this 
amount. 

(2)  For  strengthening  the  market  news  service  at  Boston,  Mass. 

(3)  For  maintenance  of  the  market  news  service  on  dairy  and 
poultry  products  and  fruit  and  vegetable  products  at  existing 
offices' at  Seattle  and  Yakima,  Wash.  Supplemental  funds  made 
available  from  sources  within  the  state  will  be  required  to  carry 
on  this  service  on  a  full-year  basis. 

Core  testing  of  wool:  The  core  testing  of  wool  for  wool  producers 
requesting  such  service  has  been  held  in  abeyance  by  the  Department 
since  early  in  March.  The  reason  for  the  suspension  of  this  service 
was  the  receipt  by  the  Department  of  a  letter,  under  date  of  March 
10,  from  the  House  Agricultural  subcommittee  questioning  the  wisdom 
of  the  Department’s  plans  to  equip  and  staff  a  laboratory  for  a  wool¬ 
testing  service  when  there  are  a  number  of  private  laboratories  already 
in  existence  which  are  competent  to  perform  the  tests  and  are  anxious 
to  have  the  work. 

The  suspension  of  the  Department’s  activities  looking  toward  the 
supplying  of  this  much-needed  service  to  wool  growers  was,  presum¬ 
ably,  for  the  purpose  of  affording  the  Senate  Agricultural  subcommittee 
the  opportunity  of  making  known  its  position  in  the  matter  and, 
eventually,  to  permit  the  two  subcommittees  to  reach,  if  possible, 
some  common  ground.  The  report  of  the  Senate  committee  contains 
the  following : 

Evidence  before  the  committee  strongly  supports  the  use  of  funds  already 
available  for  core  testing  and  scouring  of  wool  and  the  committee  is  of  the  opinion 
that  the  program  is  desirable. 

From  the  discussion  of  this  matter  in  the  Senate  hearings  (pp. 
977-979),  the  folio  whig  quotation  is  noted: 

Mr.  Newell.  Of  course,  we  will  be  governed,  Senator,  by  the  wishes  of 

Congress.  ^  ,  .  , ,  .  .,  T. 

Senator  Brooks.  The  wish  of  Congress  is  there  in  the  law;  is  it  not:  it  you 
are  going  to  have  a  conflict  between  two  committees,  you  follow  the  law  until 
the  law  is  changed. 

The  House  committee  can  have  no  quarrel  with  the  position  of  the 
Senate  committee,  as  above  outlined.  However,  an  examination  of 
the  law  by  the  House  committee  and  by  the  Department  discloses 
(1)  it  is  the  declared  policy  of  Congress  that— 

a  sound,  efficient,  and  privately  operated  system  [italics  supplied]  for  distributing 
and  marketing  agricultural  products  is  essential  to  a  prosperous  agriculture — 

and  so  forth;  (2)  that  the  Secretary  is  given  the  utmost  freedom  to 
supply  marketing  services  such  as  that  of  wool  testing  through  the 
negotiation  of  contracts  (for  a  maximum  period  of  four  years  and 
without  requirement  to  advertise  for  bids)  with  private  firms  for  the 
laboratory  processing  of  such  tests;  and  (3)  that  no  additional  author¬ 
ity  or  additional  funds  are  required  in  the  pending  appropriation  bill 
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to  enable  the  Secretary  to  negotiate  and  carry  out  a  contract  of  the 
kind  just  described  in  connection  with  the  core  testing  of  wool. 

The  foregoing  statement  of  the  law  is  not  questioned  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment.  Accordingly,  the  House  committee  hereby  supplements  its 
letter  of  March  10  as  follows: 

The  committee  will  expect  the  Secretary  to  explore  thoroughly 
forthwith  the  possibility  of  negotiating  and  effectuating  a  contract 
with  a  private  laboratory  or  laboratories  for  the  core  testing  of  wool 
within  the  framework  of  the  law  as  it  now  exists.  Under  such  a 
contract,  the  laboratory,  its  equipment,  and  its  staff  would,  of  neces¬ 
sity,  be  subject  at  all  times  to  inspection  and  supervision  by  the 
Department,  and  the  results  of  the  tests  would  be  promulgated  by 
the  Department  and  would  thus  enjoy  the  same  prestige  in  the  market 
and  in  the  courts  as  would  obtain  if  the  laboratory  were  Government- 
owned  and  Government-operated. 

Meanwhile,  immediate  service  should  be  extended  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment  to  wool  growers  now  needing  such  tests.  The  committee  has 
the  assurance  of  the  Department  that  in  the  furnishing  of  such  imme¬ 
diate  service  to  the  growers  no  steps  need  or  will  be  taken  which  will 
prejudice  the  contract  negotiations  with  private  laboratories. 

It  is  the  feeling  of  the  House  committee  that  the  law  intends ;  first, 
that  a  privately  operated  system  of  marketing  is  to  be  sought,  in 
preference  to  a  Government-operated  system;  and,  second,  that  it  is 
the  responsibility  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  prosecute  a  bona 
fide  effort,  within  the  framework  of  the  law,  to  have  the  wool  core 
testing  done  by  privately  owned  laboratories,  under  contracts  which 
adequately  protect  the  public  interest  and  the  interest  of  the  wool 
growers. 

The  Senate  conferees  have  agreed  to  the  foregoing  statement  on 
the  core  testing  of  wool  with  the  addition  of  the  following: 

Meantime,  the  Department  is  free  to  use  the  funds  at  its  disposal  to  carry  on 
the  program  it  has  initiated  for  the  core  testing  and  scouring  of  wool. 

The  House  conferees  have  no  objection  to  the  addition  of  the  fore¬ 
going  language  but  it  is  understood  that  the  language  will  not  be 
construed  to  weaken  the  mandate  of  the  House  conferees  that  the 
Department  make  the  effort  indicated  to  negotiate  a  favorable  con¬ 
tract  with  privately  owned  laboratories  under  the  funds  now  at  its 
disposal. 

FARMERS  HOME  ADMINISTRATION 

Amendment  No.  39,  production  and  subsistence  loans,  title  II: 
The  House  appropriated  $60,000,000;  the  Senate,  $75,000,000;  the 
House  recedes. 

RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION  ADMINISTRATION 

Amendment  No.  40,  salaries  and  expenses:  The  House  appro¬ 
priated  $5,000,000;  the  Senate,  $5,450,000;  the  House  recedes. 

Amendments  Nos.  41  and  42  are  reported  in  disagreement. 

AMENDMENTS  IN  DISAGREEMENT 

Amendment  No.  1,  relating  to  language  authorizing  the  Secretary 
to  employ  not  to  exceed  10  persons  at  salaries  not  m  excess  oi  $15,000 
per  annum:  The  Senate  struck  out  the  provision.  The  managers  on 
the  part  of  the  House  will  move  to  insist. 
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Amendment  No.  12,  relating  to  payments  to  States,  etc.,  under 
title  I  of  the  Bankhead-Jones  Act  for  experiment  stations:  The  House 
proposed  $2,661,268;  the  Senate  proposed  $2,861,268,  and  inserted 
language  relating  to  a  transfer  to  a  special  Alaskan  appropriation 
account.  The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  will  move  to  recede 
and  concur. 

Amendment  No.  13,  relating  to  a  total:  The  managers  on  the  part 
of  the  House  will  move  to  recede  and  concur,  the  figure  in  question 
being  directly  related  to  amendment  No.  12. 

Amendment  No.  15,  relating  to  the  Federal  meat-inspection  service: 
The  Senate  proposed  an  appropriation  of  $11,500,000,  and  also  inserted 
language  which  repeals  and  covers  into  the  general  fund  of  the  Treas¬ 
ury  the  unobligated  balance  of  the  special  meat-inspection  fund  estab¬ 
lished  in  the  1948  Agricultural  Appropriation  Act;  the  House  had  not 
provided  any  general  fund  appropriation  for  the  service.  The  man¬ 
agers  on  the  part  of  the  House  will  move  to  recede  and  concur. 

Amendment  No.  33,  relating  to  the  authorization  for  formulation 
and  development  of  a  1949  agricultural  conservation  program:  The 
House  proposed  a  ceiling  of  $225,000,000  on  the  amount  of  the  pro¬ 
gram;  the  Senate  proposes  a  ceiling  of  $300,000,000.  The  managers 
on  the  part  of  the  House  will  move  to  insist. 

Amendment  No.  35,  relating  to  the  use  of  section  32  funds:  The 
Senate  inserted  language  limiting  to  $500,000  expenditures  from 
section  32  funds  for  payments  in  connection  with  the  manufacture  of 
insulation  products.  The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  will 
move  to  recede  and  concur. 

Amendment  No.  41,  relating  to  certain  activities  of  the  Regional 
Agricultural  Credit  Corporation:  The  Senate  inserted  language  pro¬ 
viding  that  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  may  authorize  the  Corpora¬ 
tion  to  reenter  an  area  or  region  where  economic  emergency  or  pro¬ 
duction  disaster  has  occurred.  The  managers  on  the  part  of  the 
House  will  move  to  recede  and  concur. 

Amendment  No.  42,  relating  to  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Cor¬ 
poration:  The  Senate  inserted  language  authorizing  the  use,  during 
fiscal  year  1949,  of  the  unobligated  balance  of  the  1948  administrative 
appropriation  to  complete  the  orderly  liquidation  of  the  1947  and 
prior  crop  year  programs.  The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House 
will  move  to  recede  and  concur. 

Everett  M.  Dirksen, 
Charles  A.  Plumley, 

H.  Carl  Andersen, 

Walt  Horan, 

John  Phillips, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

Jamie  L.  Whitten, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 


SUPPLEMENTARY  STATEMENT 


The  undersigned  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  have  signed  the 
conference  report  and  statement.  However,  we  feel  it  desirable  to 
call  attention  to  what  we  think  is  an  important  consideration  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  Nos.  2,  3,  4,  and  5,  and 
particularly  with  the  agreement  on  these  amendments  in  the  con¬ 
ference.  The  Marketing  Research  Act  of  1946  was  definite  in  its 
terms  and  its  intent  when  it  passed  the  Congress.  It  was  not  intended 
then,  nor  do  we  believe  it  to  be  the  intent  of  the  Congress  now,  that 
money,  voted  with  such  liberality  under  this  act,  should  be  used  to 
implement  research  already  carried  on  by  established  research  sections 
of  the  Department  of  Agriculture.  We  submit,  from  our  own  knowl¬ 
edge  of  the  original  bills,  and  the  testimony  that  the  Congress  intended 
to  encourage  research  in  marketing,  to  balance  the  research  in  produc¬ 
tion  already  emphasized  strongly  by  the  Department.  Consumption 
is  the  purpose  of  production;  therefore,  to  avoid  gluts  and  under¬ 
consumption  of  agricultural  production  the  specific  emphasis  should 
be  clear  and  specifically  on  marketing.  It  certainly  was  never  the 
intention  of  the  Congress  that  this  money  should  be  used,  in  any 
amount,  to  replace  cuts  made  by  the  Congress  in  any  appropriation 
items  in  the  budget  of  the  Department.  Finally,  we  are  equally 
convinced  that  there  was  no  intent,  and  that  there  should  be  no 
intent,  to  “equalize”  the  amounts  given  the  several  sections  of  the  act, 
as  represented  by  the  amendments  Nos.  2,  3,  4,  and  5.  Each  section 
should  stand  on  its  own  merits.  The  expenditures  and  the  requests 
for  each  section  should  be  studied  separately  and  carefully.  The 
money  should  be  appropriated  on  the  basis  of  study  and  decision  for 
each  section.  There  appeared  in  the  conferences  to  be,  first,  a  feeling 
that  additional  money  could  be  put  in  the  appropriation  without 
regard  to  duplication,  or  implementation,  or  the  work  of  long- 
established  sections,  and,  second,  there  was  an  indication  of  a  desire 
to  equalize  the  money  for  each  section,  without  regard  to  the  justifica¬ 
tions,  the  past  experiences,  or  the  future  plans.  These  concerns  on 
our  part  are  not  serious  at  the  moment,  nor  in  this  budget,  but  it 
would  be  serious  to  establish  the  attitudes,  to  which  we  refer,  as  a 
policy  of  the  Congress,  and  for  that  reason  we  submit  this  supple- 
mentary  statement,  for  the  information  of  the  House. 

Walt  Horan. 

John  Phillips. 
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LESTER  L.  ELDER 

Mr.  FOOTE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker’s  desk  -the  bill  (H.  R.  3500)  for 
the  relief  of  Lester  L.  Elder  and  Mrs. 
Esther  E.  Elder,  with  Senate  amendment 
thereto  and  concur  in  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ment,  as  follows: 

Page  ,1,  line  7,  strike  out  "$1,183.49”  and 
insert  “$808.49.” 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Con¬ 
necticut? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  concurred 
in. 

A  motioii  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 

Clarence  s.  osika 

Mr.  FOOfE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker’s  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  3260)  for 
the  relief  of  Clarence  S.  Osika,  with  a 
Senate  amendment  thereto,  and  concur 
in  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ment,  as  follows: 

Page  1,  line  6,  strike  out  “$7,738.60”  and 
insert  “$9,879.85.” 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Con¬ 
necticut? 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  why  was  this  amount  • 
increased  over  the  House  bill? 

Mr.  FOOTE.  Subsequent  to  the  pas¬ 
sage  of  the  bill  additiqnal  expenses  were 
incurred  and  the  Senate  included  in  the 
bill  the  amount  which  makes  up  the  dif¬ 
ference.  The  gentleman  from  Oregon 
[Mr.  Ellsworth],  the  author  of  the  bill, 
is  here,  and  I  believe  he  can  explain  it. 

Mr.  ELLSWORTH.  Mr.  Speaker,  if 
the  gentleman  will  yield,  this  is  a  claim 
resulting  from  an  accident  which  oc¬ 
curred  in  1944  when  a  Navy  plane 
crashed  in  a  small  town  in  my  district. 
The  claimant  was  standing  in  front  of 
his  home  and  a  portion  of  the  plane 
struck  his  leg,  severely  injuring  him,  an 
injury  from  which  he  has  not  yet  re¬ 
covered.  The  Navy,  in  making  its  report 
on  the  bill,  stated  he  was  being  allowed 
payment  for  loss  of  wages  while  he  was 
hospitalized.  It  later  developed,  after 
the  House  passed  the  bill,  that  the  Navy 
had  neglected  to  include  in  its  report 
loss  of  wages  during  the  second  period  of 
hospitalization,  which  loss  amounted  to 
$2,700,  and  additional  medical  expenses 
incurred  since  the  introduction  of  the 
House  bill.  In  addition  to  that  I  may 
say  to  the  gentleman  that  this  man’s  in¬ 
jury  has  not  yet  healed.  The  claimant 
will  suffer  additional  medical  expenses 
from  now  on.  The  doctors  cannot  tell 
how  long  it  will  take  the  injury  to  heal, 
because  the  bone  is  still  sloughing  off  in 
that  leg.  The  Navy  agreed  to  send  a 
representative  to  the  Senate  committee 
to  correct  its  original  statement.  The 
amount  is  deemed  by  the  Navy  to  be  fair. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  withdraw 
my  reservation  of  objection. 


The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  t6 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Con¬ 
necticut?  / 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  /con¬ 
curred  in. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 

CONSERVATION  OF  WILDLIFE 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
take  from  the  Speaker’s  desk  the  bill 
(H.  R.  2721)  to  amend  the  act  of  March 
10,  1934,  entitled  “An  act  to  promote 
the  conservation  of  wildlife,  fish,  and 
game,  and  for  other  purposes,”  as 
amended  by  the  act  approved  August 
14,  1946,  with  Senate  amendments  there¬ 
to,  and  concur  in  the  Senate  amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ments,  as  follows: 

Page  2,  line  2,  strike  out  “War  Department” 
and  Insert  “Department  of  the  Army.” 

Page  2,  line  0,  strike  out  “and  shall  operate 
and  maintain  pool  levels”  and  Insert  “and, 
to  the  maximum  extent  possible  without 
causing  damage  to  levee  and  drainage  dis¬ 
tricts,  adjacent  railroads  and  highways,  farm 
lands,  and  dam  structures,  shall  generally 
operate  and  maintain  pool  levels.” 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Min¬ 
nesota? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendments  were  con¬ 
curred  in. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table  ■  ■  ii  i.  1 1  ...  — -  ■  - 

AGRI CULTURAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  have  until 
midnight  tonight  to  file  a  conference 
report  and  statement  on  the  agricul¬ 
tural  appropriation  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  conference  report  and  statement 
follow: 

Conference  Report 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill 
(H.  R.  5883)  "making  appropriations  for 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  (exclusive  of 
the  Farm  Credit  Administration)  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1949,  and  for 
other  purposes,”  having  met,  after  full  and 
free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend 
and  do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses 
as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amend¬ 
ments  numbered  18,  31  and  37. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  9,  14,  16,  17,  19,  20,  24,  25,  26,  28,  29,  30, 
34,  36,  39  and  40,  and  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  2:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  2,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows : 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  Insert  “$3,250,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  3:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  3,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows : 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend- 
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ment  insert  “$3,900,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  4:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  4,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$1,950,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  5:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  5,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$4,750,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  6:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  6,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$13,850,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  7:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  7,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  sa;id  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$2,074,500”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  8:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  8,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$1,416,533”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  10:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  10,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$11,500,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  11:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  11,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$25,966,950”;  and  The  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  21:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  21,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieuidf  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$25,204,175”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  22:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  22,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$2,787,500”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  23 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  23,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows : 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$1,125,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  27 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  27,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  named  in  said  amendment 
insert  “$1,800,000”;  and  the  Senate  agree  to 
the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  32 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  32,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$1,125,000”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  38:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  38,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend- 
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ment  insert  "$1,689,750”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

The  committee  of  conference  report  in  dis¬ 
agreement  amendments  numbered  1,  12,  13, 
15,  33,  35,  41  and  42. 

Everett  M.  Dirksen, 
Charles  A.  Plumley, 

H.  Carl  Andersen, 

Walt  Horan, 

John  Phillips, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

Jamie  L.  Whitten, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

C.  Wayland  Brooks, 

Chan  Gurney, 

Clyde  M.  Reed, 

Richard  B.  Russell, 

Carl  Hayden, 

M.  E.  Tydings, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 
Statement 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at 
the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of 
the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  5883)  making  ap¬ 
propriations  for  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  (exclusive  of  the  Farm  Credit  Adminis¬ 
tration)  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1949,  and  for  other  purposes,  submit  the 
following  statement  in  explanation  of  the 
effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon  and  rec¬ 
ommended  in  the  accompanying  conference 
report  as  to  each  of  such  amendments,  name¬ 
ly: 

Amendment  No.  1  is  reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

RESEARCH  and  MARKETING  ACT  OF  194  6 

Amendment  Nos.  2,  3,  4,  5,  and  6  appro¬ 
priate  a  total  of  $13,850,000  for  all  purposes 
under  the  Research  and  Marketing  Act  of 
1946,  instead  of  $12,000,000  as  proposed  by 
the  House  and  $15,200,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate,  earmarked  by  major  purposes  in  the 
bill  as  follows :  For  payments  to  States,  Terri¬ 
tories,  arid  Puerto  Rico  for  agricultural  ex¬ 
periment  stations,  the  House  proposed  $2,- 
500,000,  the  Senate  $4,000,000,  the  conferees 
recommend  $3,250,000:  for  research  on  utili¬ 
zation  ami  associated  problems  the  House 
proposed  $3,000,000,  the  Senate  $4,800,000,  the 
conferees  recommend  $3,900,000;  for  coopera¬ 
tive  research  other  than  on  utilization  of 
agricultural  commodities  and  products  there¬ 
of  the  House  proposed  $1,500,000,  Uie  Senate 
$2,400,000,  the  conferees  recommend  $1,950,- 
000;  for  marketing  research  the  House  pro¬ 
posed  $5,000,000,  the  Senate  $4,000,000,  the 
conferees  recommend  $4,750,000. 

OFFICE  OF  THE  SOLICITOR 

Amendment  Nos.  7  and  8  appropriate  $2,- 
074,500  for  salaries  and  expenses,  Office  of 
the  Solicitor,  instead  of  $2,024,500  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House  and  $2,124,500  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $1,- 
416,533  may  be  expended  for  personal  serv¬ 
ices  in  the  District  of  Columbia  instead  of 
$1,403,033  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $1,- 
430,033  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

BUREAU  OF  AGRICULTURAL  ECONOMICS 

Amendment  No.  9  appropriates  $1,988,500 
for  economic  investigations  of  the  Bureau  of 
Agricultural  Economics  instead  of  $1,900,000 
as  proposed  by  the  House. 

EXTENSION  SERVICE 

Amendment  Nos.  10  and  11,  relating  to  the 
appropriation  for  the  Extension  Service 
under  Section  23,  Title  II  (the  Bankhead- 
Flannagan  Act  of  June  6,  1945)  :  The  House 
provided  an  increase  above  the  Budget  of 
$2,000,000  toward  the  final  increment  of  $4,- 
000,000  under  the  Act  referred  to;  the  Senate 
increased  the  House  amount  by  an  additional 
$2,000,000,  or  the  full  amount  of  the  $4,000,- 
000  increment.  The  conferees  have  agreed 
upon  $3,000,000. 

OFFICE  OF  EXPERIMENT  STATIONS 

Amendment  Nos.  12  and  13  are  reported  in 
disagreement. 


BUREAU  OF  ANIMAL  INDUSTRY 

Amendment  No.  14,  relating  to  the  limi¬ 
tation  on  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia:  The  House  provided  $651,700; 
the  Senate,  $1,218,000.  The  House  recedes. 
Of  the  amount  provided,  $56,000  is  for  non- 
departmental  meat  inspection  personal  serv¬ 
ices. 

Amendment  No.  15  is  reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  16,  Virus  Serum  Toxin 
Act :  The  Senate  provided  an  increase  of 
$25,000,  restoring  the  House  cut  of  the  same 
amount.  The  House  recedes. 

BUREAU  OF  PLANT  INDUSTRY,  SOILS,  AND 
AGRICULTURAL  ENGINEERING 

Amendment  No.  17,  Soils,  fertilizers,  and 
irrigation:  The  Senate  provided  an  increase 
of  $45,000  for  the  development  and  evalua¬ 
tion  of  slow-acting,  high-analysis,  synthetic 
nitrogen  fertilizers,  and  an  increase  of 
$13,000  for  the  replacement  of  worn-out 
equipment.  The  House  recedes. 

BUREAU  OF  ENTOMOLOGY  AND  PLANT  QUARANTINE 

Amendment  No.  18,  insect  investigations: 
The  Senate  provided  an  increase  of  $3,500. 
The  Senate  recedes.  This  item  was  added 
by  the  Senate  for  the  express  purpose  of 
continuing  certain  research  previously  car¬ 
ried  on  in  Arizona.  By  inadvertence  the 
amount  was  included  under  the  appropriation 
for  insect  investigations.  It  should  have 
been  included  in  the  appropriation  for  soils, 
fertilizers,  and  irrigation.  Under  conference 
rules,  the  item  could  not  be  transferred  from 
insect  investigations  to  the  item  for  soils, 
fertilizers,  and  irrigation.  The  conferees  feel 
that  the  amount  needed  is  slight  and  that 
money  for  the  purpose  desired  can  be  found 
by  the  Department  for  continuation  of  the 
work  at  Yuma  from  funds  allocated  in 
amendments  2,  3,  4,  5,  or  17;  and  that  the 
matter  can  be  discussed  further  in  a  future 
budget. 

Amendment  No.  19,  control  of  emergency 
outbreaks  of  insects  and  plant  diseases.  The 
House  appropriated  $1,000,000;  the  Senate, 
$1,750,000;  the  House  recedes. 

BUREAU  OF  AGRICULTURAL  AND  INDUSTRIAL 
CHEMISTRY 

Amendment  No.  20,  agricultural  chemical 
and  naval  stores  investigations:  The  Senate 
provided  an  increase  of  $25,000  to  continue 
research  on  naval  stores  at  the  present  level. 
The  House  recedes.  The  Senate  also  pro¬ 
vided  an  increase  of  $10,950  for  cucumber- 
pickling  work  at  Raleigh,  N.  C.  The  House 
recedes.  The  Senate  provided  an  increase  of 
$9,050  for  microbiological  research  of  Sal¬ 
monella  organisms  in  dried  eggs.  The  House 
recedes. 

FOREST  SERVICE 

Amendment  No.  21,  national  forest  pro¬ 
tection  and  management:  This  amendment 
divides  into  6  parts.  Part  1,  fire  control: 
The  Senate  provided  an  increase  of  $100,000. 
The  conferees  have  agreed  upon  $50,000. 
Part  2,  timber  and  forest  product  sales: 
The  Senate  provided  an  increase  of  $199,825; 
the  conferees  have  agreed  upon  $150,000. 
Part  3,  range  use — allocation  and  issuance  of 
grazing  permits,  supervision  of  range  use  by 
domestic  livestock:  The  Senate  restored  $75,- 
000  of  the  House  cut  of  $125,000;  the  con¬ 
ferees  have  agreed  upon  $37,500.  Part  4,  for 
protection  and  management  of  addition  to 
Shasta  National'  Forest:  The  Senate  appro¬ 
priated  $50,000;  the  House  recedes.  Part  5, 
Lake  Tahoe  Recreation  Area,  Nevada:  The 
House  appropriated  $15,000;  the  Senate,  $50,- 
000.  The  conferees  have  agreed  upon  $32,500. 
Part  6,  recreational  facilities,  Payette  Na¬ 
tional  Forest,  Idaho:  The  Senate  appropriated 
$15,000;  the  conferees  have  agreed  upon 
$10,000. 

Amendment  No.  22,  forest  and  range  man¬ 
agement  investigations :  This  amendment  di¬ 
vides  into  2  parts.  Part  1,  forest  manage¬ 
ment:  The  Senate  restored  the  House  cut  of 
$50,000.  The  conferees  have  agreed  upon 
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$25,000.  Part  2,  watershed  management  and 
protection:  The  Senate  restored  the  House 
cut  of  $25,000;  the  conferees  have  agreed 
upon  $12,500. 

Amendment  No.  23,  forest  products:  The 
House  appropriated  $1,000,000;  the  Senate, 
$1,250,000;  the  conferees  have  agreed  upon 
$1,125,000. 

Amendment  No.  24,  forest  resources  inves¬ 
tigations  :  The  Senate  restored  the  House  cut 
of  $72,000;  the  House  recedes. 

FOREST  ROADS  AND  TRAILS 

Amendment  Nos.  25  and  26,  forest  high¬ 
ways:  The  House  appropriated  $5,000,000; 
the  Senate,  $5,300,000;  the  House  recedes. 

FLOOD  CONTROL 

Amendment  No.  27:  The  Senate  inserted 
a  provision  allocating  $2,070,500  of  the  ap¬ 
propriation  of  $6,000,000,  fori  preliminary  ex^ 
animations  and  surveys.  The  conferees  have 
agreed  upon  $1,800,000/ 

Amendment  No.  28:  The  Senate  inserted 
the  word  “necessary”  to  qualify  the  designa¬ 
tion  "work  projects”  of  the  Yazoo  and  Little 
Tallahatchie  watersheds.  The  House  recedes. 
The  following  is  a  clarification  of  the  in¬ 
tent  of  the  conferees  of  both  the  House  and 
the  Senate  respecting  the  work  on  these 
watersheds : 

"As  indicated  by  the  discussions  in  the 
House  hearings,  the  works  of  improvement 
authorized  to  be  installed  by  this  Depart¬ 
ment  in  the  Yazoo  and  Little  Tallahatchie 
watersheds  are  not  adequate  to  control  the 
movement  of  water  from  watershed  lands 
until  it  reaches  the  points  where  the  Corps 
of  Engineers  takes  over  and  to  obtain  such 
control  the  installation  by  this  Department 
of  channel  improvement,  stream  bank 
stabilization,  structural  control  of  gullies, 
and  other  sediment  and  water  control 
measures  in  addition  to  those  which  could 
be  installed  under  the  approved  survey 
reports  is  necessary.  The  insertion  of 
Senate  in  inserting  the  word  "necessary”  is 
to  be  construed  by  the  Department  as  an 
intention  to  eliminate  any  doubt  that  might 
arise  that  the  Congress  intends  that  the 
funds  appropriated  and  allocated  for  use  on 
the  Yazoo  and  Little  Tallahatchie  water¬ 
sheds  may  be  used  for  the  installation  of 
all  measures  necessary  to  control  the  move¬ 
ment  of  water  from  the  watershed  lands  until 
it  reaches  the  points  where  the  Corps  of 
Engineers  takes  over,  even  though  such 
measures  may  not  have  been  contemplated 
by  the  approved  survey  reports.” 

SOIL  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 

Amendment  No.  29,  soil  conservation  re¬ 
search:  The  House  appropriated  $1,048,000; 
the  Senate,  $1,548,000;  the  House  recedes.  * 

Amendment  No.  30,  soil  conservation  oper¬ 
ations:  The  House  appropriated  $44,000,000; 
the  Senate,  $43,500,000;  the  House  recedes. 

LAND  UTILIZATION  AND  RETIREMENT  OF 
SUBMARGINAL  LAND 

Amendment  No.  31,  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia :  The  House  provided 
$29,001;  the  Senate,  $38,000;  the  Senate  re¬ 
cedes. 

Amendment  No.  32,  general  expenses:  The 
House  appropriated  $1,000,000;  the  Senate, 
$1,250,000;  the  conferees  have  agreed  upon 
$1,125,000.  It  is  the  view  of  the  managers  on 
the  part  of  the  House  and  Senate  that  with 
regard  to  much  of  the  submarginal  land, 
the  operation  of  which  is  provided  for  in  this 
appropriation,  the  Government  should  dis¬ 
pose  of  such  land  by  sale  in  order  that  it 
may  go  back  into  private  ownership.  There¬ 
fore,  the  managers  suggest  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  that  it  give  concerted  and  continuing 
attention  to  the  matter  of  recommending 
the  adoption  of  such  legislation  as  may  be 
needed  to  authorize  the  Government  to  dis¬ 
pose  of  such  land  through  sale. 

SOIL  CONSERVATION  PAYMENTS 

Amendment  No.  33,  authorizing  the 
amount  of  the  program  for  the  crop  year 
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1949:  This  amendment  is  reported  in  dis¬ 
agreement. 

Amendment  No.  34,  limiting  the  amount 
payable  to  any  one  participant:  The  House 
provided  $500;  the  Senate,  $750.  The  House 
recedes. 

EXPORTATION  AND  DOMESTIC  CONSUMPTION  OP 
AGRICULTURAL  COMMODITIES 

Amendment  No.  35  is  reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

NATIONAL  SCHOOL  LUNCH  ACT 

Amendment  No.  36:  The  House  provided 
$65,000,000;  the  Senate,  $75,000,000;  the  House 
recedes.  The  amount  provided  includes  $10,- 
000,000  presented  to  the  Congress  in  the 
pending  supplemental  estimate  for  the  Na¬ 
tional  School  Lunch  Act. 

marketing  services 

Amendment  No.  37,  personal  services  in 
the  District  of  Columbia:  The  House  pro¬ 
vided  $2,187,827;  the  Senate,  $2,197,827;  the 
Senate  recedes. 

Amendment  No.  38,  Market  News  Service: 
The  Senate  appropriated  an  increase  of  $25,- 
000;  the  conferees  have  agreed  upon  an  in¬ 
crease  of  $22,500,  which  is  to  provide  an 
equal  amount  of  $7,500  for  each  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  projects: 

(1)  For  extending  the  Market  News  Serv¬ 
ice  covering  Florida  livestock  markets  re¬ 
ported  through  the  Thomasville,  Georgia, 
Market  News  Office.  It  is  understood  the 
Florida  state  legislature  will  make  an  ap¬ 
propriation  of  not  less  than  $5,000  to  supple¬ 
ment  this  amount. 

(2)  For  strengthening  the  Market  News 
Service  at  Boston,  Massachusetts. 

(3)  For  maintenance  of  the  Market  News 
SerVice  on  dairy  and  poultry  products  and 
fruit  and  vegetable  products  at  existing  offi¬ 
ces  at  Seattle  and  Yakima,  Washington. 
Supplemental  funds  made  available  from 
sources  within  the  state  will  be  required  to 
carry  on  this  service  on  a  full-year  basis. 

Core  Testing  of  Wool:  The  core  testing  of 
wool  for  wool  producers  requesting  such 
service  has  been  held  in  abeyance  by  the 
Department  since  early  in  March.  The  rea¬ 
son  for  the  suspension  of  this  service  was  the 
receipt  by  the  Department  of  a  letter,  under 
date  of  March  10,  from  the  House  Agricul- 
tuural  subcommittee  questioning  the  wis¬ 
dom  of  the  Department’s  plans  to  equip  and 
staff  a  laboratory  for  a  wool-testing  service 
when  there  are  a  number  of  private  labora¬ 
tories  already  in  existence  which  are  com¬ 
petent  to  perform  the  tests  and  are  anxious 
to  have  the  work. 

The  suspension  of  the  Department’s  activi¬ 
ties  looking  toward  the  supplying  of  this 
much-needed  service  to  wool  growers  was, 
presumably,  for  the  purpose  of  affording  the 
Senate  Agricultural  subcommittee  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  of  making  known  its  position  in  the 
matter  and,  eventually,  to  permit  the  two 
subcommittees  to  reach,  if  possible,  some 
common  ground.  The  report  of  the  Senate 
committee  contains  the  following: 

“Evidence  before  the  committee  strongly 
supports  the  use  of  funds  already  available 
for  core  testing  and  scouring  of  wool  and  the 
committee  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  program 
is  desirable.” 

From  the  discussion  of  this  matter  in  the 
Senate  hearings  (pages  977-979),  the  follow¬ 
ing  quotation  is  noted: 

“Mr.  Newell.  Of  course,  we  will  be  gov¬ 
erned,  Senator,  by  the  wishes  of  Congress. 

“Senator  Brooks.  The  wish  of  Congress  is 
there  in  the  law;  is  it  not?  If  you  are  going 
to  have  a  conflict  between  two  committees, 
you  follow  the  law  until  the  law  is  changed.” 

The  House  committee  can  have  no  quarrel 
with  the  position  of  the  Senate  committee,  as 
above  outlined.  However,  an  examination  of 
the  law  by  the  House  committee  and  by  the 
Department  discloses  (1)  it  is  the  declared 
policy  of  Congress  that  "a  sound,  efficient, 
and  privately  operated  system  \  italics  sup¬ 
plied]  for  distributing  and  marketing  agri¬ 


cultural  products  is  essential  to  a  prosperous 
agriculture,”  and  so  forth;  (2)  That  the  Sec¬ 
retary  is  given  the  utmost  freedom  to  supply 
marketing  services  such  as  that  of  wool  test¬ 
ing  through  the  negotiation  of  contracts  (for 
a  maximum  period  of  four  years  and  without 
requirement  to  advertise  for  bids)  with  pri¬ 
vate  firms  for  the  laboratory  processing  of 
such  tests;  and  (3)  that  no  additional  au¬ 
thority  or  additional  funds  are  required  in 
the  pending  appropriation  bill  to  enable  the 
Secretary  to  negotiate  and  carry  out  a  con¬ 
tract  of  the  kind  just  described  in  connection 
with  the  core-testing  of  wool. 

The  foregoing  statement  of  the  law  is  not 
questioned  by  the  Department.  According¬ 
ly,  the  House  committee  hereby  supplements 
its  letter  of  March  10,  as  follows : 

The  committee  will  expect  the  .  jecretary  to 
explore  thoroughly  forthwith  the  possibility 
of  negotiating  and  effectuating  a  contract 
with  a  private  laboratory  or  laboratories  for 
the  core  testing  of  wool  within  the  ramework 
of  the  law  as  it  now  exists.  Under  such  a 
contract,  the  laboratory,  its  equipment,  and 
its  staff  would,  of  necessity,  be  subject  at  all 
times  to  inspection  and  supervision  by  the 
Department,  and  the  results  of  the  tests 
would  be  promulgated  by  the  Department 
and  would  thus  enjoy  the  same  prestige  in 
the  market  and  in  the  courts  as  would  ob¬ 
tain  if  the  laboratory  were  Government- 
owned  and  Government-operated. 

Meanwhile,  immediate  service  should  be  ex¬ 
tended  by  the  Department  to  wool  growers 
now  needing  such  tests.  The  committee  has 
the  assurance  of  the  Department  that  in  the 
furnishing  of  such  immediate  service  to  the 
growers  no  steps  need  or  will  be  taken  which 
will  prejudice  the  contract  negotiations  with 
private  laboratories. 

It  is  the  feeling  of  the  House  committee 
that  the  law  intends;  first,  that  a  privately 
operated  system  of  marketing  is  td  be  sought, 
in  preference  t.  a  Government-operated  sys¬ 
tem;  and,  second,  that  it  is  the  responsibility 
of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  prosecute  a 
bona  fide  effort,  within  the  framework  of  the 
law,  to  have  the  wool  core  testing  done  by 
privately  owned  leboratories,  under  contracts 
which  adequately  protect  the  public  interest 
and  the  interest  of  the  wool  growers. 

The  Senate  conferees  have  agreed  to  the 
foregoing  statement  on  the  core  testing  of 
wool  with  the  addition  of  the  following: 
“Meantime,  the  Department  is  free  to  use  the 
funds  at  its  disposal  to  carry  on  the  program 
it  has  initiated  for  the  core  testing  and  scour¬ 
ing  of  wool”. 

The  House  conferees  have  no  objection  to 
the  addition  of  the  foregoing  language  but  it 
is  understood  that  the  language  will  not  be 
construed  to  weaken  the  mandate  of  the 
House  conferees  that  the  Department  make 
the  effort  indicated  to  negotiate  a  favorable 
contract  with  privately  owned  laboratories 
under  the  funds  now  at  its  disposal. 

farmers  home  administration 

Amendment  No.  39,  production  and  sub¬ 
sistence  loans,  title  II:  The  House  appropri¬ 
ated  $60,000,000;  the  Senate,  $75,000,000;  the 
House  recedes. 

RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION  ADMINISTRATION 

Amendment  No.  40,  salaries  and  expenses: 
The  House  appropriated  $5,000,000;  the 
Senate,  $5,450,000;  the  House  recedes. 

Amendments  Numbers  41  and  42  are  re¬ 
ported  in  disagreement. 

AMENDMENTS  IN  DISAGREEMENT 

Amendment  No.  1,  relating  to  language  au¬ 
thorizing  the  Secretary  to  employ  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  ten  persons  at  salaries  not  in  excess  of 
$15,000  per  annum:  The  Senate  struck  out 
the  provision.  The  managers  on  the  part  of 
the  House  will  move  to  insist. 

Amendment  No.  12,  relating  to  payments 
to  States,  etc.,  under  title  I  of  the  Bankhead- 
Jones  Act  for  experiment  stations:  The 
House  proposed  $2,661,268;  the  Senate  pro¬ 


posed  $2,861,268,  and  inserted  language  re¬ 
lating  to  a  transfer  to  a  special  Alaskan  ap¬ 
propriation  account.  The  managers  on  the 
part  of  the  House  will  move  tot  recede  and 
concur. 

Amendment  No.  13,  relating  to  a  total: 
The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  will 
move  to  recede  and  concur,  the  figure  in 
question  being  directly  related  to  Amend¬ 
ment  No.  12. 

Amendment  No.  15,  relating  to  the  Federal 
meat  inspection  service:  The  Senate  pro¬ 
posed  an  appropriation  of  $11,500,000,  and 
also  inserted  language  which  repeals  and 
covers  into  the  general  fund  of  the  Treasury 
the  unobligated  balance  of  the  special  meat 
inspection  fund  established  in  the  1948  agri¬ 
cultural  appropriation  act;  The  House  had 
not  provided  any  general  fund  appropriation 
for  the  service.  The  managers  on  the  part 
of  the  House  will  move  to  reeede  and  concur. 

Amendment  No.  33,  relating  to  the  au¬ 
thorization  for  formulation  and  development 
of  a  1949  agricultural  conservation  program: 
The  House  proposed  a  ceiling  of  $225,000,000 
on  the  amount  of  the  program;  The  Senate 
proposes  a  ceiling  of  $300,000,000.  The  man¬ 
agers  on  the  part  of  the  House  will  move 
to  insist. 

Amendment  No.  35,  relating  to  the  use  of 
Section  32  funds:  The  Senate  inserted  lan¬ 
guage  limiting  to  $500,000  expenditures  from 
Section  32  funds  for  payments  in  connection 
with  the  manufacture  of  insulation  prod¬ 
ucts.  The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House 
will  move  to  recede  and  concur. 

Amendment  No.  41,  relating  to  certain  ac¬ 
tivities  of  the  Regional  Agricultural  Credit 
Corporation:  The  Senate  inserted  language 
providing  that  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
may  authorize  the  corporation  to  reenter  an 
area  or  region  where  economic  emergency  or 
production  disaster  has  occurred.  The  man¬ 
agers  on  the  part  of  the  House  will  move  to 
recede  and  concur. 

Amendment  No.  42,  relating  to  the  Federal 
Crop  Insurance  Corporation:  The  Senate  in¬ 
serted  language  authorizing  the  use,  huring 
fiscal  year  1949,  of  the  unobligated  balance 
of  the  1948  administrative  appropriation  to 
complete  the  orderly  liquidation  of  the  1947 
and  prior  crop  year  programs.  The  managers 
on  the  part  of  the  House  will  move  to  recede 
and  concur. 

Everett  M.  Dirksen, 
Charles  A.  Plumley, 

H.  Carl  Andersen, 

Walt  Horan, 

John  Phillips, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

Jamie  L.  Whitten, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

Supplementary  Statement 

The  undersigned  managers' on  the  part  of 
the  House  have  signed  the  conference  report 
and  statement.  However,  we  feel  it  desirable 
to  call  attention  to  what  we  think  is  an  im¬ 
portant  consideration  in  connection  with  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  numbered  2,  3,  4, 
and  5,  and  particularly  with  the  agreement 
on  these  amendments  in  the  conference. 
The  Marketing  Research  Act  of  1946  was 
definite  in  its  terms  and  its  intent,  when  it 
passed  the  Congress.  It  was  not  intended 
then,  nor  do  we  believe  it  to  be  the  intent 
of  the  ^Congress  now,  that  money,  voted  with 
such  liberality  under  this  act,  should  be  used 
to  implement  research  already  carried  on  by 
established  research  sections  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture.  We  submit,  from  our 
own  knowledge  of  the  original  bills,  and  the 
testimony  that  the  Congress  intended  to  en¬ 
courage  research  in  marketing,  to  balance  the 
research  in  production  already  emphasized 
strongly  by  the  Department.  Consumption 
is  the  purpose  of  production;  therefore,  to 
avoid  gluts  and  under-consumption  of  agri¬ 
cultural  production  the  specific  emphasis 
should  be  clear  and  specifically  on  marketing. 
It  certainly  was  never  the  intention  of  the 
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Congress  that  this  money  should  be  used, 
In  any  amount,  to  replace  cuts  made  by  the 
Congress  in  any  appropriation  items  in  the 
budget  of  the  Department.  Finally,  we  are 
equally  convinced  that  there  was  no  intent, 
and  that  there  should  be  no  intent,  to 
“equalize”  the  amounts  given  the  several 
sections  of  the  Act,  as  represented  by  the 
amendments  numbered  2,  3,  4,  and  5.  Each 
section  should  stand  on  its  own  merits.  The 
expenditures  and  the  requests  for  each  sec¬ 
tion  should  be  studied  separately  and  care¬ 
fully.  The  money  should  be  appropriated  on 
the  basis  of  study  and  decision  for  each 
section.  There  appeared  in  the  conferences 
to  be,  first,  a  feeling  that  additional  money 
could  be  put  in  the  appropriation  without 
regard  to  duplication,  or  implementation,  or 
the  work  of  long  established  sections,  and 
second,  there  was-sm  indication  of  a  desire 
to  equalize  the  money  for  each  section,  with¬ 
out  regard  to  the  justifications,  the  past  ex¬ 
periences,  or  the  future  plans.  These  con¬ 
cerns  on  our  part  are  not  serious  at  the 
moment,  nor  in  this  budget,  but  it  would  be 
serious  to  establish  the  attitudes,  to  which 
we  refer,  as  a  policy  of  the  Congress,  and  for 
that  reason  we  submit  this  supplementary 
statement,  for  the  information  of  the  House. 

Walt  Horan. 

John  Phillips. 

FORT  HALL  INDIAN  IRRIGATION  PROJECT, 
IDAHO 

Mr.  WELCH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker’s  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  5416)  to 
promote  the  interests  of  the  Port  Hall 
Indian  irrigation  project,  Idaho,  and  for 
other  purposes,  with  a  Senate  amend¬ 
ment  thereto,  disagree  to  the  Senate 
amendment  and  agree  to  the  conference 
asked  by  the  Senate. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Cali¬ 
fornia?  [After  a  pause.]  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  appoints  the  following 
conferees:  Messrs.  Welch,  D’Ewart, 
Sanborn,  Murdock,  and  Peterson. 

CONSTRUCTION  AT  NAVAL  INSTALLA¬ 
TIONS 

Mr.  BATES  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  call  up  the  conference  report 
on  the  bill  (S.  1675)  to  authorize  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  proceed  with 
the  construction  of  certain  public  works, 
and  for  other  purposes,  and  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  that  the  statement  of  the 
managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  b| 
read  in  lieu  of  the  report. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  froqi  Mas¬ 
sachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  statempftt. 

(For  conference  report  and  statement, 
see  proceedings  of  the  Hohse  of  June  9, 
1948.) 

The  conference  report  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 

HOUR  OF  MEETING  TOMORROW 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  when  the  House 
adjourns  today  it  adjourn  to  meet  at 
11  o’clock  tomorrow. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi¬ 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 


June  11 


(STANDARDIZATION  OF  AGRICULTURAL 
PRICES 

Mr.  RIZLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  direc- 
,ion  of  the  Committee  on  Rules  I  call  up 
House  Resolution  638  and  ask  for  its 
mmediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol- 
ows: 

Resolved,  That  immediately  upon  the 
idoption  of  this  resolution  it  shall  be  in 
jrder  to  move  that  the  House  resolve  itself 
Into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  6248)  to  authorize  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  stabilize  prices 
of  agricultural  commodities;  to  amend  sec¬ 
tion  22  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act, 
reenacted  by  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937;  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses,  and  all  points  of  order  against  said 
bill  are  hereby  waived.  That  after  general 
debate,  which  shall  be  confined  to  the  bill 
and  continue  not  to  exceed  1  hour,  to  be 
equally  divided  and  controlled  by  the  chair¬ 
man  and  ranking  minority  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture,  the  bill  shall  be 
read  for  amendment  under  the  5-minute 
rule.  At  the  conclusion  of  the  consider¬ 
ation  of  the  bill  for  amendment,  the  Com¬ 
mittee  shall  rise  and  report  the  bill  to  the , 
jiquse  with  such  amendments  as  may  hav^' 
Lee'll  adopted  and  the  previous  question 
shair  be  considered  as  ordered  on  the  ,»ill 
and  amendments  thereto  to  final  passage 
without  intervening  motion  except  oafe  mo¬ 
tion  to  recommit.  / 

Mr.  RIZLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  30 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  fjrom  Illinois 
[Mr.  Sabath],  and  I  yield  fnyself  such 
time  as  I  may  require.  / 

Mr.  Speaker,  t^s  resolution  (H.  Res. 
638)  provides  for  'ihi/consideration  of 
H.  R.  6248,  a  bill  reported  favorably  by 
the  Committee  to  stabilize  the  prices  of 
agricultural  commodities  and  for  other 
purposes.  /  V 

Basically,  th^bill  provides  for  a  con¬ 
tinuation  of  price  support  programs  by 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  with  cer¬ 
tain  refinements  and  improvements  over 
the  preseht  programs.  \ 

The,  present  price  support  programs 
came  into  being  early  in  the  war  pr-~ 
cipally  because  of  the  urgent  need 
injEheased  quantities  of  food  and  fiber  tc 
meet  war  and  essential  civilian  needs. 
To  assure  the  production  of  the  neces- 
sary  amounts  and  kinds  of  agricultural 
commodities  needed  to  prosecute  the  war 
and  to  maintain  our  economy  at  home, 
price  support  programs  were  devised 
whereby  assurances  were  given  to  farm¬ 
ers  that  if  they  would  produce  the  things 
needed  they  would  be  protected  against 
ruinously  low  prices,  by  being  assured, 
in  the  case  of  commodities  receiving 
price  support,  of  approximately  90  per¬ 
cent  of  the  parity  price.  In  general  the 
price  support  programs  were  designed  to 
give  farmers  of  the  Nation  protection 
similar  to  that  given  to  industry.  The 
principal  difference  being  that  in  most 
instances  industry  was  protected  through 
specific  contracts  which  guaranteed  a 
profit  on  the  undertaking,  while  farmers 
were  assured  of  a  market  within  the 
framework  of  the  parity  concept. 

I  do  not  think  I  need  to  remind  the 
Members  of  this  House  of  the  great  bene¬ 
fits  which  have  been  received  under  the 
agricultural  price  support  programs. 
These  programs  have  been  almost  uni¬ 


versally  acclaimed  as  the  very  heart  of 
a  sound  agricultural  economy.  This  haX 
been  demonstrated  in  actual  practice. 
Throughout  the  entire  war  and  postwar 
period  the  farmers  of  the  Nation' have 
responded  magnificently  to  the  demands 
placed  upon  them  and  have  supplied  us 
with  the  food  and  fiber  necesj&ry  to  win 
the  war  and  they  are  presently  providing 
the  food  which  is  proving/co  be  the  key 
in  developing  a  lasting  peace. 

I  think  I  might  well  ^ay  at  this  point 
that  the  farmers  ha^continued  to  pro¬ 
duce  in  the  face  of  tHie  most  adverse  cir¬ 
cumstances.  They  have  been  dividing 
their  farm  machinery  equipment  with 
the  other  peop^k  of  the  world,  and  mak¬ 
ing  their  old  equipment  do.  During  the 
war  when  the  boys  were  gone,  they  got 
along  theJrest  they  could  with  any  kind 
of  help  tliat  they  could  get.  This  coun¬ 
try  cert&inly  owes  a  debt  of  gratitude  to 
the  farmers  of  this  country  for  the  great 
job  lhat  they  have  done.  We  have  al¬ 
ready  witnessed  the  effectiveness  of  food 
in  the  so-called  cold  war.  Up  to  now, 
food  has  been  the  principal  factor  in  the 
maintenance  of  the  democracies  in  west¬ 
ern  Europe.  The  agricultural,  price-sup¬ 
port  programs,  which  would  be  continued 
in  effect  by  this  bill  have  played  a  major 
part  in  obtaining  the  food  production 
which  has  been  so  vital  to  the  welfare 
of  the  Naton.  One  of  the  greatest  but 
frequently  overlooked  benefits  which  the 
American  people  have  derived  from  the 
agricultural,  price-support  programs  is 
that  they  have  aided  materially  in  check¬ 
ing  the  inflationary  spiral  by  assuring  at 
all  times  an  adequate  food  supply.  Just 
pause  to  consider  how  high  the  cdst  of 
food  would  have  been  without  these  pro¬ 
grams  at  a  time  when  we  are  consuming, 
on  a  per  capita  basis,  approximately  15 
percent  more  food  than  we  did  before 
the  war.  At  the  same  time  while  we  are 
consuming  more  food  domestically,  we 
are  exporting  approximately  five  times 
more  food  than  we  did  during  the  prewar 
years.  Only  through  these  support  pro¬ 
grams,  which  have  given  confidence  to 
the  farmers,  would  we  have  had  pro¬ 
duced  the  food  to  meet  this  great  de- 
land,  and  without  the  increased  produc¬ 
tive  pressure  on  prices  would  have 
b&en  tremendous.  Another  important 
little-known  fact  concerning  these 
priceNsupport  programs  is  that  they  have 
been  conducted  without  cost  to  the  tax¬ 
payer.  be  sure,  losses  have  been  in¬ 
curred  oirvsome  commodities,  but  these 
losses  havNbeen  offset  by  profits  on 
others.  Sinc^the  inception  of  the  price- 
support  prograSas,  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  of  r^e  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  the  uniNof  the  Department 
under  which  these\rograms  have  been 
conducted,  shows  a  im  gain  of  $52,400,- 
000  on  its  operations  \xclusive  of  con¬ 
sumer  subsidies  it  paidNfluring  wartime 
price  control.  This  gaiiKis ’  after  the 
payment  of  all  overhead  o^rerating  ex¬ 
penses,  and  interest  costs,  ancl  after  set¬ 
ting  aside  a  reserve  to  absorb  any  losses 
on  commodities  on  hand  and  Naot  yet 
sold.  The  gain  on  price-suppoi\  pro¬ 
grams  on  cotton  alone  have  exceeded 
$235,000. 

The  present  price  support  programs 
were  scheduled  to  terminate  2  years  after 
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1.  AGRICULTURAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL.  Agreed  to  the  conference  report  on  this  hill, 
H.  R.  5SS3  (p.  3263), 

Concurred  in  the  following  Senate  amendments:  12,  regarding  payments  to 
States  for  research  (p.  3264).  13,  same  subject  (p.  3264).  15,  meat  inspec¬ 
tion  (p.  3264).  35,  Sec.  32  funds  (p.  8267).  4l,  RACC  (p.  S267).  42,  crop 

insurance  (p.  S267).  See  Digest  106  for  more  detailed  description  01  these 

amendments.  , 

Insisted  on  disagreement  to  Senate  amendment  1,  regarding  authority  to 
hire  persons  at  more  than  the  regular  classification  rates  (p.  C263) . 

On  amendment  33,  increasing  the  ACP  authorization  for  the  crop-year  1949 
from  $225, 000, 000- to  $300,000,000:  Rep.  Dirksen  moved  that  the  House  insist  on 
disagreement  to  the  amendment..  Rep.  Cannon  offered  a  preferential  motion  that 
the  House  recede  and  concur.  A  motion  by  Rep.  Dirksen,  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement,  was  then  agreed  to.  The  Houpe  then  agreed,  191-179,  to 
a.  motion  by  Rep.  Dirksen  that  it  concur  in  the  amendment  with  an  amendment  to 

fix  the  amount  at  $262, 500 ,000o  (pp.  3264—7.)  ,  .  .  • 

Later  in  the  day  the  Senate  agreed  to  the  conference  report  (p.  0357). 

The  Senate  concurred  in  the  House  amendment  to  the  Senate  amendment  33 » 

regarding  ACP  (pp.  8357-0).  ,  , 

The  same  conferees  were  appointed  for  a  further  conference  on  amendment  1, 

regarding  authorization  to  pay  certain  salaries  above  the  regular  rates  ,p. 

0357). 
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2\  SOCIAL  SECURITY.  Passed,  237-2,  v/ithout  anendnent  H,  R.  6777 >  which  would 

extend  social  security  coverage  to  employees  of  production  credit  associations/ 
^nd  national  fam  loan  associations ;  to  employment  off  the  farm  in  drying, 
packing,  packaging,  and  similar  processing  and  handling  of  fruits  and  vegetables 
preparatory  to  marketing;  and  to  employees  of  agricultural  or  horticulimx 
organizations  exempt  from  income  tax  under  certain  provisions  of  the  Internal 
Rovemp  Code  (pp.  321 6-43). 


3.  WATER  POLipTIOiT.  Passed,  13S-l4,  as  reported  S.  4lS,  to  provide  for/ater- 
polluti.on  Xpntrol  through  the  Public  Health  Service  (pp.  8272-33) ,, 


4.  HOUSING,  •  The  Ranking  and  Currency  Committee  reported  without  amendment  H.  R. 

6388,'  which’  includes  the  provisions  for  farm-housing  loans  an/housing  research 
(H.  Rep t.*  2340) (V  33 04). 


5.  SELECTIVE  SERVICE.  'Ihe  Rules  Committee  reported  a  resolut^6n  for  consideration 
of  H.  R.  64Q1,  the  selective-service  "bill  (p.  8304). 


6.  FEDERAL  PAY  BILL.  The  "Daily  Digest"  states;  *  "Commihifee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service  instructed  Chairman '  to  ' introduced!!.  R/6917,  to  provide  for  a 
$360-a-year  temporary  increase  for  Federal. .. employees"  (p.  l649).  See  Item  28. 


7.  TREASURY-POST  OFFICE  SUPPLEMENT!  APPROPRIATION  BILL.  Concurred  in  the  Senate 
amendments  to  this  hill,  H.  R.  5J58  (p.  8214)/ This  hill  will  now  he  sent  to 


the  President. 


8.  RECLAMATION.  The  Public  Lands  Committee reported  without  amendment  S.  2286, 
to  provide  for  nonreimbursable  allocations  on  the  Carlsbad  project  (H,  Rept. 
2336) (p.  3304), 


9.  FOREIGN  AID.  Reps.  Rayburn  and  Hall/k  discussed  the  possibility  of  consider¬ 
ing  S.  2376,  to  provide  for  a  revolving  fuim  for  purchase  of  agricultural 
commodities  to  be  processed  in  occupied  area\and  sold  (13.  8243). 


10.  FEDERAL  PAY  BILL.  Reps.  Rayburn  and  Halleck 
t  i  on  re  gardi  ng  thi  s  mat  ter  J/*p .  8243 ) . 


sussed  the  legislative  situa- 


SENATE 


11*  DISPLACED  PERSO ITS.  s/s»  Donnell  (Mo*)  and  Eastland  (l^ss.)  wore  appointed  ad¬ 
ditional  conferees  o*n.  S.  2242,  to  authorize  the  admission  into  the  IJ.S.  of 
displaced  persons  jcp%  835^-)* 


12*  L0A1TS.  The  Subco/ittee  of  the  Labor  and  Public  Welfare  Committee  agreed,  to  re¬ 
port  to  the  f/l  committee,  with  amendments,  S.  2790»  to  provr^c  a  secondary 
,  market  for  veterans1  home  loans  (p«  D647). 


13*  BUILDINGS  AND  GROUNDS. ,  The  Expenditures  in  the  Executive  Department  sS^onmittee 
submitted  a  re-port  on  "Survey  of  Space  Leased  by  the  Federal  Government" ” (S, 

.  Rept.  /17)  (p*  8351) •  ' 

14*  HAVyfepARTFiEITT  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1949.  The  Appropriations  Commit 

.  w/h  amendments  this  bill,  H.R,  6772  (S.Rent.  l62l)  (p.  S350).  \ 

15*  jroiOUNT  SERVICE.  The  Armed  Services  Committee  reported  with  amendments  S.269^ 
to  authorize  the  transfer  of  horses  and  equipment  owned  by  the  U.S.  Army  to 
the  IT.Mex.  Military  Institute:  one  of  the  horses  to  be  transferred  is  the  pro—  4 
perty  of  the  Remount  Service  (S.Reet.  1624)  (p.  8350). 
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\(2)  services  supplied  by  the  operators  of  such 
parking  lots,  and  (3)  how  such  charges  and 
Services  compare  with  charges  and  services 
o|  operators  of  parking  lots  in  other  cities. 

'.(b)  The  Commissioners  shall  make  a  re¬ 
port  to  the  Committee  on  the  District  of 
Columbia  of  the  Senate  and  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  the  District  of  Columbia  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  not  later  than  Jan¬ 
uary  2,  1949,  the  results  of  such  investiga¬ 
tion  and  study,  together  with  such  recom¬ 
mendations  as  they  may  deem  advisable. 

The  joint  resolution  was  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  read  a  third  time,  was 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a 
motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 

AMENDMENT  OP  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

MOTORy  VEHICLE  PARKING  FACILITY 

ACT 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call 
up  the  bill  (S.  2642)  to  amend  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia  Motor-Vehicle  Parking 
Facility  Act  of  1942,  approved  February 
16,  1942,  ahd  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  bill  be  considered  in  the  House 
as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  .the  gentleman  from  Illi¬ 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  3  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  Motor  Vehicle  Parking 
Facility  Act  of  1942,  approved  February  16, 
1942,  as  amended,  is  amended  by  adding 
thereto  a  new  paragraph  to  read  as  follows: 

“(f)  The  power  to  lease  on  competitive  bids 
for  terms  not  exceeding  50  years,  any  prop¬ 
erty  acquired  pursuant  to  this  act,  or  any 
other  property  heretofore  or  hereafter  ac¬ 
quired  by  the  District  if  no  longer  needed  fo^ 
the  purpose  for  which  it  was  acquired, 
to  stipulate  in  any  suchilease  that  the  1 
shall  erect  at  his  or  its’, expense  a  struct; 
or  structures  on  the  landieased,  which 
ture  or  structures  and  property  shall  be 
maintained,  and  operated  for  the  purposes 
of  this  act,  including  purposes  incpental 
thereto,  subject  to  regulation  as  prodded  in 
paragraph  (d)  of  this  sectioi,  except/That  the 
rates  for  use  of  space  in  parking^  facilities 
covered  by  any  such  lease  sl^all  bp  fixed  and 
regulated  by  the  Commissioners  s^  as  to  allow 
to  the  lessee  a  fair  return,  s(s /ixed  by  the 
Commissioners,  on  the  cost  of  Such  structure 
or  structures,  together  with  aiy  amount  suffi¬ 
cient  to  amortize  within  the  jerm  of  any  such 
lease  the  cost  of  such  structure  or  structures. 
Every  such  lease  shall  be  filtered  into  upon 
such  terms  and  conditions  as  the  Commis¬ 
sioners  shall  impose  including,  hut  not  lim¬ 
ited  to,  requirements  that  such  structure  or 
structures  shall  confirm  with  plans  and 
specifications  approved  by  the  Commissioners,, 
that  such  structure  /or  structures  .  shall  be¬ 
come  the  property  qf  the  District  upon  term¬ 
ination  or  expiration  of  any  such  lease;  that 
the  lessee  shall  futnish  security  in  the  form 
of  a  penal  bond'  or  otherwise  to  guarantee 
fulfillment  of  his  or  its  obligations,  and  any 
other  requirement  which,  in  the  judgment  of 
the  Commissioners,  shall  be  related  to  the 
accomplishment  of  the  purposes  of  this  act.’’ 

The  bilLAvas  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  wasread  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table.  , 

ALCOHOLIC-BEVERAGE  INDUSTRY  IN  THE 
DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call 
up  the  bill  (H.  R.  6451)  to  amend  the 
District  of  Columbia  Alcoholic  Beverage 
Control  Act  to  provide  for  the  better  con¬ 


trol  of  the  alcoholic-beverage  industry  in 
the  District  of  Columbia,  and  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  that  the  bill  be  considered 
in  the  House  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole. 

The  Clerk  read  the.  title  of  the  bill. 
The  SPEAKER,  is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois?  / 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
shall  have  to  object,  as  I  haye  informed  j 
the  gentleman  from  Illinois.  I  object  to 
the  consideration  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  withdraw  the  bill  j 
for  the  present,  Mr.  Speaker. 
CONVEYANCE  OF  CERTAIN  LANDS  IN  PARK  j 
COUNTY,  WYO„  TO/  THE  STATE  OF  i 
WYOMING  / 


Mr.  BARRETT 
unanimous  conse 
consideration  of 
authorizing  the 


Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
for  the  immediate 
ihe  bill  (H.  R.  4462) 
:onveyance  of  certain 


lands  in  Park  Caunty,  Wyo.,  to  the  State 
of  Wyoming.  /  have  discussed  the  mat¬ 
ter  with  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Huber],  who  requested  that  I  withhold 
the  consideration  of  the  bill.  I  have  dis¬ 
cussed  th^bill  with  him  and  he  has  di¬ 
rected  to  inform  the  House  that  he 
has  no  objection  to  the  bill. 

The  01erk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 
SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
request  of  the  gentleman  from 
ring? 

lere  was  no  objection.  . 
fee  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 
it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the  Secretary  of 
le  Interior  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  authorized 
/and  directed  to  issue  an  unrestricted  patent 
to  the  State  of  Wyoming  for  section  36, 
township  58  north,  range  100  wept,  of  the 
sixth  principal  meridian  in  Park  County, 
Wyo.:  Provided,  That  title  to  said  land  shall 
be  held  and  considered  to  have  been  vested 
in  the  State  of  Wyoming  on  July  10,  1890.) 

With  the  following  committee  amend- 1 
ments: 

Page  1,  line  2,  strike  out  “an  unrestricted”  ‘ 
and  insert  “a.” 

Line  5,  after  “for”,  insert  “the  east  half  of ; 
the  northeast  quarter.” 

Line  8,  after  “Wyoming”,  insert  “subject; 
to  any  existing  lease  or  leases.” 

The  committee  amendments  were - 
agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed.: 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  re¬ 
consider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

House  Resolution  643  was  laid  on  the ■ 
fgh]P!  -  . . . . * 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE  (EXCLU¬ 
SIVE  OF  FARM  CREDIT  ADMINISTRA¬ 
TION)  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1949 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  up 
the  conference  report  on  the  bill  (H.  R. 
5883)  making  appropriations  for  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  (exclusive  of  the 
Farm  Credit  Administration)  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1949,  and  for 
other  purposes,  and  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  the  statement  of  the  managers 
on  the  part  of  the  House  be  read  in  lieu 
of  the  report. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi¬ 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 


The  Clerk  read  the  statement. 

(For  conference  report  and  statement, 
see*  proceedings  of  the  House  of  June  11, 
1948.) 

The  conference  report  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  first  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  1:  On  page  3,  line 
25,  strike  out  line  25  and  on  page  4,  strike 
out  lines  1  to  6. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a 
motion  which  I  send  to  the  Clerk’s  desk. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Mr.  Dirksen  moves  that  the  House  insist 
upon  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  No.  1. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
House  will  recall  that  when  the  appro¬ 
priation  bill  for  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  came  before  it  some  months  ago, 
there  was  included  language  to  make  it 
possible  for  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  to  engage  and  retain  experts  and 
to  pay  somewhat  in  excess  of  the  classi¬ 
fication  salaries  scheme.  This  was  done 
on  the  importunities  of  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  knowing  very  well<4hat  be¬ 
fore  the  calendar  year  1948  would  have 
elapsed,  he  probably  would  lose  a  dozen 
or  15  qualified  people  who  could  scarcely 
be  retained  but  who  were  receiving  such 
attractive  and  fancy  offers  from  private 
industry  that  it  was  simply  impossible 
to  keep  them  in  Government.  We  de¬ 
bated  the  matter  for  a  long  time,  know¬ 
ing  of  course  that  perhaps  there  should 
be  some  general  legislation  on  this  mat¬ 
ter.  That  is  the  view  of  the  Budget 
Bureau  and  that  is  the  view  of  the  other 
body.  I  should  be  the  first  to  admit  that 
there  is  some  force  and  persuasiveness 
in  that  view.  We  find  also,  that  there 
is  some  precedent  for  the  action  that 
the  House  took.  In  a  recent  bill  in  re¬ 
lation  to  researches  in  heart  disease 
proposed  by  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce,  specific  provi¬ 
sion  is  made  for  positions  where  the 
salaries  are  well  beyond  the  present  sal¬ 
ary  range.  In  the  case  of  the  Army  and 
Navy,  I  think  altogether  45  civilian  po¬ 
sitions  were  allowed  where  the  existing 
salary  scale  could  be  disregarded.  So 
there  is  a  precedent  for  the  action  that 
the  House  took,  and  for  the  position 
that  it  maintains  now.  Manifestly,  we 
can  go  along  and  agree  that  there  ought 
to  be  general  legislation  on  this  subject 
so  that  there  will  be  a  uniform  policy 
for  all  the  departments  and  all  the 
bureaus  of  the  Government.  But  on  the 
other  hand,  if  we  relinquish  this  oppor¬ 
tunity  now,  these  people  will  surely  leave 
and  there  will  be  real  difficulty  in  re¬ 
placing  them.  I  for  one  am  rather  re¬ 
luctant  to  relinquish  a  position  that  we 
took  at  that  time,  and  I  do  hope  the 
House  will  sustain  the  position  of  the 
committee  so  that  we  may  further  insist 
on  it  or  contrive  a  compromise  or  secure 
relinquishment  of  the  position  that  the 
other  body  has  taken. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dirksen]. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 
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The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  12:  On  page  18, 
line  8,  strike  out  “$2,661,268”  and  insert 
“$2,861,268,  of  which  amount  not  to  exceed 
$316  shall  be  transferred  to  and  made  a 
part  of  the  appropriation  ‘Research  on  agri¬ 
cultural  problems  of  Alaska,’  without  match¬ 
ing  requirement.” 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate 
Number  12  and  concur  in  the  same. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Senate  amendment  No.  13:  Page  18,  line 
18,  strike  out  “$7,161,268”  and  insert  “$7- 
361,268.” 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate 
No.  13  and  concur  in  the  same. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  15:  Page  21,  line 
25,  insert: 

“Meat  inspection:  For  carrying  out  the 
provisions  of  laws  relating  to  Federal  inspec¬ 
tion  of  meat  and  meat-food  products,  $11,- 
600,000.” 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a 
motion,  which  I  send  to  the  Clerk’s  desk. 

The  Clerk -read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Dirksen,  of  Illinois,  moves  to  recede 
and  concur  in  Senate  amendment  No.  15. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  House 
and  Senate  both  took  formal  action  some 
weeks  ago  to  restore  meat  inspection  to 
the  status  it  enjoyed  during  the  fist 
fiscal  year.  So  the  money  that  is  in¬ 
volved  here  is  necessary  in  pursuance  of 
that  action. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  Dirksen], 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  33:  On  page  48,  line  19, 
strike  out  “$225,000,000”  and  insert  “$300  - 
000,000.” 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  insist  upon  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate 
No.  33. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a 
preferential  motion. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Cannon  moves  to  recede  to  the  dis¬ 
agreement  to  the  Senate  amendment  No.  33 
and  concur  therein. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a 
division  of  the  question. 

SPEAKER.  The  question  is.  Shall 
*  aJ*0Use  *ecede  from  its  disagreement? 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
to  concur  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Mr.  Dirksen  moves  that  the  motion  to  con¬ 
cur  be  amended  as  follows:  That  the  House 
concur  in  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  No. 

with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu 
of  the  sum  of  $300,000,000  inserted  by  said 
senate  amendment,  insert  “$262,500,000.” 


Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  when  the 
bill  left  the  House,  the  amount  included 
therein  for  soil-conservation  payments 
was  $225,000,000.  That  amount  was  also 
recommended  by  the  Senate  Subcommit¬ 
tee  on  Department  of  Agriculture  appro¬ 
priations  and  by  the  Senate  Committee 
on  Appropriations.  On  the  Senate  floor 
the  bill  was  amended;  $225,000,000  was 
stricken  and  $300,000,000  was  substitut¬ 
ed,  and  it  carried  by  3  votes. 

We  endeavored  to  make  a  compromise 
with  the  Senate  the  other  day  but  some¬ 
how  it  failed.  However,  I  am  confident, 
after  the  discussion  we  had,  that  an 
agreement  will  be  quickly  reached  on  the 
amount  that  is  in  the  concurring  amend¬ 
ment. 

I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri  [Mr.  Cannon]. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  at  a  time 
when  we  are  spending  vast  sums  of 
money  to  rehabilitate  European  farmers 
and  European  farms  we  are  quibbling 
here  about  a  comparatively  small  amount 
asked  by  the  American  farmer  to  bring 
the  appropriation  for  soil  conservation 
up  to  the  amount  of  the  budget  estimate. 

The  farmers  ask  it,  the  farm  papers 
ask  it,  the  farm  organizations  ask  it,  and 
the  United  States  Senate  asks  it  But  the 
House  managers  refuse  it.  I  trust  the 
House  will  go  along  with  the  farmers  in¬ 
stead  of  the  managers  and  vote  to  invest 
in  the  preservation  of  our  own  farms  a 
very  small  part,  of  the  money  already 
voted  to  European  farmers  to  build  up 
European  farms. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  fundamental.  Soil 
conservation  is  our  greatest  single  agri¬ 
cultural  problem.  We  must  have  fertile 
land  to  feed  and  clothe  the  Nation.  Be¬ 
ginning  with  the  excessive  depletion  of 
our  soils  in  the  First  World  War,  we  have 
lost  millions  of  acres  of  our  most  pro¬ 
ductive  land  through  erosion.  And  al¬ 
though  we  have  checked  the  washing  of 
top  soils  into  the  rivers  which  carry  it  to 
the  sea,  our  richest  farm  lands  are  still 
being  leached  and  washed  away  at  a  truly 
alarming  rate. 

The  Kansas  State  College  of  Agricul¬ 
ture,  situated  in  the  center  of  the  wheat- 
producing  areas  of  the  continent,  re¬ 
ports  that  “the  soils  of  our  bread-pro¬ 
ducing  plains  are  on  a  fearful  trend 
downward.”  Nothing  could  be  more  om¬ 
inous  not  only  for  our  farmers  but  for 
the  Nation’s  consumers.  Unless  the 
farmer  can  preserve  his  land,  he  cannot 
indefinitely  produce  the  food  required  by 
our  rapidly  increasing  population.  This 
appropriation  is  for  that  purpose.  The 
purpose  of  this  appropriation  is  to  save 
our  farms  and  our  farm  products  for  fu¬ 
ture  generations. 

The  methods  provided  by  these  soil- 
conservation  appropriations  have  been 
very  effective  in  the  few  years  they  have 
been  in  operation.  For  example,  here  is 
an  editorial  from  last  week’s  St.  Louis 
Star-Times: 

SOIL  CONSERVATION  PAYS 

Soil  conservation  pays  in  Missouri.  Im¬ 
pressive  evidence  of  this  fact  may  be  found 
in  the  report  of  the  United  States  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  Service  on  the  Cedar  Creek  proj¬ 
ect  near  Fulton.  There  are  12,839  acres  in 
the  project  in  Callaway  and  Boone  counties. 
The  land  became  submarginal  early  in  the 
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twenties  and  remained  impoverished  until 
the  project  was  set  up  in  1939. 

In  the  9  years  since  the  Soil  Conservation 
Service  took  over,  about  10  percent  of  the 
land  has  been  fully  restored  and  another 
10  percent  is  partially  improved.  Some  of 
the  land  has  been  turned  into  pasture  and 
other  portions  have  been  reforested. 

On  land  rented  from  the  Government,  83 
farmers  are  now  making  a  living,  taxes  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  counties  have  more  than 
doubled,  and  fish  and  wildlife  have  in¬ 
creased.  The  additional  grazing  on  the 
restored  land  resulted  in  the  production  of 
an  extra  246,970  pounds  of  beef  last  year, 
and  1,000  head  of  cattle  and  horses  are 
now  grazing  -where  there  were  no  pastures 
a  decade  ago. 

Commenting  on  the  progress  that  has  been 
made,  the  Soil  Conservation  Service’s  report 
says:  “The  agricultural  economy  in  the  Cedar 
Creek  area  has  improved  materially.  Farmers 
have  not  only  improved  the  use  of  land 
rented  in  the  project,  but  they  have  adopted 
soil  and  moisture  conservation  ^practices  on 
their  own  farms.  Continued  improvement 
on  the  part  of  farmers  will  establish  this 
once  questionable  area  with  a  well-balanced 
system  of  livestock  production.” 

What  has  been  accomplished  in  the  Cedar 
Creek  area  is  an  example  of  what  can  be 
done  all  over  this  State  in  restoring  and 
conserving  our  land  resources. 

Mr.  Speaker,  here  are  the  visible  results 
of  the  application  of  the  funds  supplied 
by  this  appropriation.  Here  is  the  prac¬ 
tical  demonstration  of  what  can  be  ac¬ 
complished  through  soil  conservation. 
Due  to  the  rehabilitation  of  these  hope¬ 
lessly  eroded  acres  we  have  in  1  year  a 
quarter  of  a  million  pounds  of  beef 
which  the  consumer  would  not  have  had; 
we  have  a  thousand  head  of  livestock  on 
pastures  where  otherwise  there  would 
have  been  no  pastures  at  all.  What  more 
convincing  evidence  is  required  of  the 
need  for  the  full  amount  asked  by  the 
farmers  and  voted  by  the  Senate?  What 
more  sobering  demonstration  could  be 
given  of  the  importance  of  voting  this 
money  and  preserving  our  land,  not 
merely  for  present  production,  but  for 
the  use  and  sustenance  of  our  children 
and  our  children’s  children? 

Mr.  Speaker,  we  are  told  in  Holy  Writ 
that  “He  that  careth  not  for  his  own 
household  is  worse  than  a  heathen.” 

Mr.  Speaker,  while  we  are  caring  so 
solicitously  for  the  nations  and  people 
and  farmers  abroad,  cannot  we  make  just 
a  minimum  provision  for  these  of  our  own 
household? 

I  trust  the  House  will  vote  down  the 
amendment  and  by  voting  down  the 
amendment  make  certain  we  will  have 
the  full  budget  estimate  of  $300,000,000 
for  soil  conservation. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Missouri  has  expired. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
such  time  as  he  may  desire  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Texas  [Mr.  Mahon]. 

Mr.  MAHON.  Mr.  Speaker,  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  is  extremely  important  to  our 
national  welfare.  The  question  is  in¬ 
creasingly  important.  I  urge  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri,  [Mr.  Cannon!  ’which  would 
provide  the  $300,000,000  requested  by  the 
President  for  the  Soil  Conservation  pay¬ 
ments.  I  shall  vote  for  the  motion  and  I 
shall  vote  against  the  motion  which 
would  provide  for  a  lesser  sum. 
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Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Minne¬ 
sota  [Mr.  H.  Carl  Andersen], 

(Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  revise  and  ex¬ 
tend  his  remarks.) 

[Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN  addressed 
the  House.  His  remarks  will  appear 
hereafter  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record.] 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
sissippi  iMr.  Whitten]. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  as 
most  of  you  know  I  have  been  a  member 
of  this  subcommittee  for  several  years 
and  have  had  the  privilege  of  leading  the 
figh£  for  the  soil-conservation  program 
both  in  the  committee  and  in  the  Con¬ 
gress.  During  the  last  few  years  we 
have  been  calling  on  the  American  farm¬ 
ers  to  produce  and  to  even  use  the  fence 
corners  in  the  production  of  agricultural 
products.  Our  farmers  have  produced 
as  no  nation  in  history  has  produced. 
They  have  to  a  large  extent  fed  the 
world.  Yet,  while  they  have  produced 
the  greatest  amount  of  food  and  fiber 
that  any  nation  has  ever  produced,  they 
have  done  so  at  the  expense  of  wearing 
out  our  soil.  Also,  in  many  areas,  bad 
farm  practices  had  become  the  general 
practice,  erosion  had  set  in.  Any  loss  in 
fertility  of  the  Nation’s  soil  makes  our 
Nation  that  much  poorer.  Thus  we  all 
have  an  interest,  unborn  generations 
have  an  interest,  both  in  saving  this  fer¬ 
tility  of  the  soil  and  also  in  restoring 
those  wasted  and  eroded  lands.  It  is 
expensive  to  restore  land;  frequently  it 
takes  years  for  such  investment  to  pay 
any  dividends.  Recognizing  this  fact  we 
started  the  soil-conservation  program. 
Today  it  is  not  relief  for  farmers,  it  is 
not  a  program  of  sending  Government 
checks  to  farmers  for  their  use. 

This  program  says  to  the  American 
farmer  that  the  Nation  has  an  interest 
in  the  soil,  in  retaining  and  restoring  it. 
We  also  wish  to  lead  him  to  farm  prac¬ 
tices  that  will  protect  the  soil  in  the 
future.  Under  this  payment  program  we 
say  to  our  farmers,  “If. you  will  spend 
$3  restoring  and  retaining  our  fertile 
soil  out  of  your  pocket,  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  will  pay  one-third  of  the  cost. 
All  is  spent  toward  that  end,  that  we  put 
up  and  that  the  farmer  puts  up. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  has  to  announce  the  year’s  pro¬ 
gram  around  November  of  the  preceding 
year.  They  have  to  list  the  practices  for 
which  the  Government  will  help  pay  the 
expenses.  The  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  cannot  tell  how  much  work  will  be 
done  in  advance  or  what  the  contribu¬ 
tion  of  the  Federal  Government  may  be. 
This  being  true,  a  consistent  program, 
year  to  year,  is  highly  important  to  the 
American  farmers,  to  the  American  Re¬ 
public,  and  to  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture.  Only  that  way  can  we  derive 
the  maximum  benefit  from  expenditures 
for  the  program. 

I  have  always  believed  in  a  very  strong 
program.  In  fact,  I  am  in  favor  af  a 
$300,000,000  program.  I  think  that  is 
not  too  great  an  amount  for  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  to  contribute.  However,  it  is 
better  to  have  a  $262,500,000  program, 


consistent  on  a  year  to  year  basis,  one 
on  which  the  farmer  can  depend,  than  to 
have  a  $150,000,000  program  in  one  year 
and  a  $300,000,000  program  in  the  next. 
I  am  privileged  to  say,  I  believe,  that 
when  this  matter  was  before  the  com¬ 
mittee  I  expressed  a  willingness  to  accept 
a  $262,500,000  program  when  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  California  [Mr.  Anderson]  , 
a  member  of  the  committee  on  the  other 
side,  a  man  who  recognizes  the  need  for 
a  consistent  program,  agreed  that  he  too 
would  work  with  me  in  an  effort  to  keep 
the  program  on  a  consistent  basis.  I 
expect  to  vote  for  the  $300,000,000.  I  am 
glad  to  have  the  statement  of  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Minnesota  who,  incidentally, 

1  understand,  will  be  chairman  of  this 
subcommittee  next  year  if  his  party  re¬ 
tains  control  of  the  House,  that  he  agrees 
with  us  that  this  soil-conservation  pro¬ 
gram  should  be  kept  on  a  reasonable 
level,  on  a  consistent  year-to-year  basis, 
so  that  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
can  work  this  matter  out  and  the  Nation 
reap  the  maximum  benefits.  As  I  stated, 
personally  I  expect  to  vote  for  the  $300,- 
000,000  program.  I  am  glad  that  we 
have  the  assurance  of  the  gentleman 
from  Minnesota  [Mr.  H.  Carl  Andersen] 
and  some  others  that  they  will  go  along 
with  us  in  an  effort  to  keep  a  consistent 
program  in  effect.  I  think  it  should  be 
kept  consistent.  That  is  more  important 
than  to  have  it  on  a  high  level  one  year 
and  on  a  low  level  the  next. 

While  I  expect  to  support  the  $300,- 
000,000  amount,  I  must  say,  however, 
that  I  am  highly  gratified  that  we  have 
the  support  of  the  gentlemen  on  the 
Republican  side  for  the  $262,500,000  fig¬ 
ure,  remembering  what  a  hard  fight  we 
had  last  year  to  even  get  the  $150,000,000 
for  this  year’s  program. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 

2  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Cali¬ 
fornia  [Mr.  Sheppard]. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish 
to  ask  the  chairman  of  the  committee  a 
question  or  two.  Unfortunately  I  was  not 
available  at  the  time  this  bill  was  under 
conference,  for  which  I  apologize  to  the 
chairman. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  The  gentleman  has 
been  indeed  a  devoted,  diligent,  and  val¬ 
ued  member  of  the  subcommittee. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  thank  the  gentle¬ 
man.  What  was  the  amount  of  the  bud¬ 
get? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  The  Budget  estimate 
as  it  came  to  us  in  January  was  $300,000,- 
000. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  What  reduction  did 
the  committee  make  in  committee  before 
it  presented  the  bill  to  the  House? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  $225,000,000,  an  in¬ 
crease  of  $75,000,000  over  fiscal  1948,  and 
$75,000  below  the  budget. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  And  when  it  went  to 
the  Senate  it  was  what? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  The  Senate  subcom¬ 
mittee  and  the  Senate  Appropriations 
Committee  reported  the  House  figure  of 
$225,000,000. 

Mr.  SPIEPPARD.  And  what  is  the  pres¬ 
ent  proposal? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  might  add  one  fur¬ 
ther  step.  On  the  Senate  floor  it  was 
increased  to  $300,000,000  by  a  majority 
of  three  votes.  It  subsequently  went  to 


conference  and  the  conferees  indicated 
that  they  would  bargain  on  $262,500,000, 
which  is  a  half-way  split,  and  the  amend¬ 
ment  to  recede  and  concur  before  the 
House  now  is  $262,500,000,  and  I  trust  it 
will  find  favor  and  grace  with  the  mem¬ 
bership. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  would  like  to  thank 
the  gentleman.  I  supp&se  it  will  be  the 
policy  of  the  committee  to  keep  normal 
procedure  in  operation  in  the  years  to 
come. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Insofar  as  the  level  is 
concerned,  so  as  not  to  disturb  the  exist¬ 
ing  farm  program. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  thank  the  gentle¬ 
man. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
3  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Cali¬ 
fornia  [Mr.  Phillips]. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  of  California.  Mr. 
Speaker,  this  item  is  a  matter  of  discus¬ 
sion  in  all  parts  of  the  country.  I  do  not 
think  the  impression  should  be  left  on 
the  floor,  by  virtue  of  some  statements 
made  by  previous  speakers,  regarding  the 
Soil  Conservation  Service  and  the  work 
done  by  it  in  the  improvement  of  con¬ 
tours  and  the  preservation  of  the  soil, 
that  such  work  comes  under  this  item. 
That  is  the  Soil  Conservation  Service,  a 
separate  item,  a  separate  agency  in  the 
Department.  There  are  many  farmers 
in  the  United  States  who  do  not  feel  that 
the  money  we  are  talking  about  now 
should  be  increased,  nor  do  they  feel  that 
the  money  is  being  spent  for  the  soil-con¬ 
servation  projects  which  were  discussed 
on  the  floor  and  used  as  an  argument  for 
increasing  this  amount.  I  think  it 
should  be  said  that  I  was  one  of  those 
who  favored  the  $225,000,000.  I  feel, 
however,  that  the  amendment  intro¬ 
duced  by  the  gentleman  from  Illinois, 
supported  by  the  gentleman  from  Min¬ 
nesota,  is  a  good  amendment  in  view  of 
the  little  time  left  in  this  session,  and  I 
hope  that  it  will  receive  the  support  of 
the  House. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
2  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
souri  [Mr.  Cannon]. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  all  au¬ 
thorities  agree  that  this  job  cannot  be 
completed  for  less  than  $300,000,000,  the 
amount  the  farmers  have  had  each  year 
up  until  the  last  2  years. 

No  witness  who  appeared  before  the 
committee  in  the  hearings  suggested  that 
the  program  for  soil  conservation  could 
be  carried  out  for  $262,500,000.  All  were 
of  the  unanimous  opinion  that  the  full 
$300,000,000  would  be  required. 

So,  Mr.  Speaker,  a  vote  for  this  amend¬ 
ment  is  not  only  a  vote  against  the  full 
estimate,  but  it  is  a  vote  against  full 
preservation  of  the  soil.  It  is  a  vote  to 
let  the  land  wash  away.  It  is  a  vote  for 
future  generations  to  go  hungry. 

Regardless  of  whether  the  House  and 
Senate  conferees  finally  agree  on  the  full 
appropriation  of  $5,300,000,000  or  the 
House  cut  of  $1,700,000,000  for  European 
aid,  we  have  already  voted  to  donate  fer¬ 
tilizer  for  the  European  farms  as  a  gra¬ 
cious  gift.  We  have  already  voted  to  buy 
tractors  and  send  them  to  European 
farmers;  we  have  voted  to  send  farm  ma¬ 
chinery  to  be  paid  for  out  of  the  United 
States  Treasury  to  preserve  and  restore 
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European  farms.  We  are  giving  fertilizer 
and  seed  and  machinery  and  tractors  to 
farmers  across  the  sea  to  build  up  farms 
across  the  sea.  But  we  refuse  to  give 
the  farmer  at  home  enough  to  keep  his 
farm  from  washing  away. 

Let  no  one  mistake  the  purpose  of  this 
amendment.  It  is  to  curtail  the  farmer’s 
efforts  to  save  his  land.  It  is  to  reduce  the 
amount  of  food  our  farms  will  ultimately 
produce.  It  is  to  increase  the  price  of 
food  to  the  consumer  by  reducing  the  feiv 
tility  of  the  soil  and  reducing  the  amount 
of  food  on  the  market. 

I  trust,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  it  will  be  un¬ 
derstood  that  a  vote  for  this  amendment 
is  a  vote  against  $300,000,000.  If  this 
amendment  is  voted  down  then  auto¬ 
matically  the  House  will  agree  to  the 
Senate  amendment  for  the  full  estimate 
needed  to  preserve  America’s  greatest 
and  most  indispensable  natural  resource. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
2  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Wash¬ 
ington  [Mr.  Horan], 

Mr.  HORAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  take  this 
time  to  point  out  that  the  integrity  and 
the  nobility  of  the  American  farmer  is 
expressed  mostly  in  his  faith  and  in  his 
desire  to  have  the  soil  conservation  serv¬ 
ice  and  its  work  enlarged.  He  is  not  as 
much  in  love  with  this  gift  of  a  generous 
rain  of  checks  as  a  lot  of  people  might 
lead  you  to  believe.  I  concur  with  the 
thoughtful  husbandman  who  wants  his 
faithful  acres  removed  from  politics.  I 
personally  hope  to  see  the  whole  Nation 
under  an  effective  land-policy  act  by  next 
session.  I  hope  the  Jensen  bill  passes. 
It  will  effect  much  progress  in  this  di¬ 
rection. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
2  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Wiscon¬ 
sin  [Mr.  Murray], 

(Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  revise  and  ex¬ 
tend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Speaker,  in  order  to  get  this  thing 
straight,  there  are  between  six  or  seven 
million  farmers  in  the  United  States. 
With  this  amount  of  $262,500,000  it  is 
easy  to  figure  out  that  it  amounts  to 
around  $35  or  $40  per  farmer.  In  the 
past  one  of  the  greatest  troubles  in  con¬ 
nection  with  these  payments  has  been  the 
fact — with  all  the  crocodile  tears  that  we 
have  had  about  the  poor  people — that 
they  have  lined  the  pockets  of  the  big 
landowners,  and  the  little  farmer,  by  the 
thousands,  has  had  $20.  One  farm  outfit 
down  in  Mississippi,  the  Oscar  Johnson 
farm  has  had  $816,000  of  this  money  for 
either  growing  something  or  not  growing 
it,  or  for  not  obtaining  enough  in  the 
market  place  when  he  got  ready  to  sell  it, 
or  for  some  other  reason.  We  have  one 
wheat  farmer  out  in  Montana,  Mr.  Camp¬ 
bell’s  outfit,  that  has  had  practically  a 
quarter  of  a  million  dollars.  If  this  is  a 
farm- fertility  program,  let  us  apply  fer¬ 
tilizer  to  the  farms.  I  want  to  compli¬ 
ment  the  committee  for  at  least  getting 
down  to  a  $750  basis  so  that  more  of  the 
money  really  goes  to  the  average  farmers. 
It  can  really  be  used  for  more  soil  conser¬ 
vation.  Year  after  year  we  are  pulling  the 
economic  rug  out  from  under  the  live¬ 
stock  industry.  With  all  this  protesta¬ 
tion  about  interest  in  the  soil,  we  see 


cattle  numbers  reduced  6,000,000  cattle. 
We  see  sheep  numbers  reduced  by  37  per¬ 
cent.  We  have  seen  the  present  admin¬ 
istration  lower  milk  cows  numbers  to  a 
point  below  the  1935  numbers.  If  you 
are  realy  interested  in  conserving  the 
soil  of  this  country,  and  I  realize  there  is 
between  $100,000,000  and  $200,000,000  of 
fertility  going  to  be  shipped  out  of  the 
country  this  year,  let  us  get  it  down  to  a 
practical  basis,  let  us  get  it  down  to  the 
man  who  lives  on  the  farm,  and  let  us 
put  it  on  the  basis  of  common  sense. 

The  fact  is  that  the  fertility  of  the  land 
of  the  United  States  is  less  today  than 
ip  years  ago  today,  and  less  every  single 
year  since  1620.  It  is  time  we  quit  sub¬ 
sidizing  soil-depleting  crops  and  realty 
conserve  the  soils  of  the  Nation. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is 
quite  obvious  by  now  that  with  the  ex¬ 
ception  of  our  esteemed  friend  from  Mis¬ 
souri  the  committee  is  about  unanimous 
on  the  amount  that  is  carried  in  the 
amendment  to  the  bill.  I  hope,  like  a 
good,  repentant  sinner,  he  will  hit  the 
sawdust  trail  and  go  along  with  us. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  may  I 
suggest  that  the  statement  is  hardly  cor¬ 
rect. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  It  is  nearly  correct. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Nearly  correct  and 
correct  are  two  different  things. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Just  so  there  is  no  mis¬ 
apprehension,  I  have  talked  with  one  or 
two  of  my  friends  on  the  committee  on 
the  other  side,  and  this  amount  is  not 
unacceptable;  so  I  hope  I  have  a  re¬ 
sounding  majority,  and  that  the  amend¬ 
ment  to  make  this  amount  $262,500,000 
will  carry. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  previous  ques¬ 
tion. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois  that  the  House  concur  in 
the  Senate  amendment  with  an  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  the 
Speaker  announced  that  the  ayes  seemed 
to  have  it. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  object 
to  the  vote  on  the  ground  that  a  quorum 
is  not  present  and  make  the  point  of 
order  that  a  quorum  is  not  present. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  will  count. 
[After  counting.]  Two  hundred  and 
thirty-five  Members  are  present,  a 
quorum. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  demand 
the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there 
were — yeas  191,  nays  179,  not  voting  60, 


as  follows: 

[Roll  No.  104] 

YEAS— 191 

Al:en,  Calif. 

Bishop 

Chadwick 

Allen,  Ill. 

Blackney 

Chenoweth 

Andersen, 

Boggs,  Del. 

Chiperfield 

H.  Carl 

Bradley 

Church 

Anderson,  Calif.  Bramblett 

Clason 

Andresen, 

Brehm 

Clevenger 

August  H. 

Brophy 

Cole,  Kans. 

Andrews,  N.  Y. 

Buck 

Cole,  Moix 

Angell 

Buffett 

Corbett 

Arends 

Burke 

Coudert 

Bakewell 

Busbey 

Crawford 

Barrett 

Butler 

Crow 

Bates,  Mass. 

Byrnes,  Wis. 

Curtis 

Beall 

Canfield 

Dague 

Bender 

Carson 

Davis,  Wis. 

Bennett  Mich. 

Case,  N.  J. 

Dawson,  Utah 

Devitt 

Judd 

Ramey 

Dirksen 

Kean 

Reed,  Ill. 

Eaton 

Kearney 

Reed,  N.  Y. 

Elliott 

Kearns 

Rees 

Ellis 

Keating 

Reeves 

Ellsworth 

Keefe 

Rich 

Elsaesser 

Kersten,  Wis. 

Riehlman 

Elston 

Kilburn 

Rizley 

Engel,  Mich. 

Knutson 

Rogers,  Mass. 

Fellows 

Kunkel 

Rohrbough 

Fenton 

Landis 

Rcss 

Fletcher 

Latham 

Russell 

Fuller 

Lewis,  Ky. 

Sadlak 

Fulton 

Lewis,  Ohio 

St.  George 

Gamble 

Lichtenwalter 

Sanborn 

Gavin 

Lodge  v 

Sarbacher 

Gearhart 

Love 

Schwabe,  Ok'.a. 

Gillette 

McConnell 

Scott,  Hardie 

Gillie 

McCowen 

Scott, 

Goff 

McCulloch 

Hugh  D„  Jr. 

Goodwin 

McDonough 

Scrivner 

Graham 

McDowell 

Seely-Brown  / 

Grant,  Ind. 

McGregor 

Shafer  / 

Gross 

McMahon 

Sheppard 

Gwynne,  Iowa 

McMillen,  HI. 

Simpson,  Ill. 

Hagen 

Mack 

Smith,  Kans. 

Hale 

Macy 

Smith,  Ohio 

Hall. 

Maioney 

Smith,  Wis. 

Edwin  Arthur  Mason 

Snyder 

Ha’leck 

Mathews 

Stockman 

Hand 

Merrow 

Stratton 

Harness,  Ind. 

Meyer 

Sundstrom 

Harvey 

Michener 

Taber 

Heselton 

Miller,  Conn. 

Taylor 

Hess 

Miller,  Md. 

Tibbott 

Hill 

Miller,  Nebr. 

Toll  ef  son 

Holmes 

Mitchell 

Twyman 

Hope 

Morton 

Vail 

Horan 

Muhlenberg 

Van  Zandt 

Jackson,  Calif. 

Murray,  Wis. 

Vorys 

Javits 

Nicholson 

Vursell 

Jenison 

Nixon 

Wadsworth 

Jenkins,  Ohio 

Nodar 

Weichel 

Jenkins,  Pa. 

Patterson 

Welch 

Johnson,  Calif. 

Phillips,  Calif. 

Wigglesworth 

Johnson,  Ill. 

Plumley 

Wolcott 

Johnson,  Ind. 

Potter 

Wolverton 

Jones,  Wash. 

Potts 

Woodruff 

Jonkman 

Poulson 

NAYS— 179 

Youngblood 

Abernethy 

Fogarty 

Manasco 

Albert 

Folger 

Mansfield 

Allen,  La. 

Forand 

Marcantonio 

Andrews,  Ala. 

Garmatz 

Martin,  Iowa 

Arnold 

Gary 

Meade,  Ky. 

Banta 

Gathings 

Meade,  Md. 

Bates,  Ky. 

Gordon 

Miller,  Calif. 

Battle 

Gore 

Mills 

Beckworth 

Gorski 

Monroney 

Bell 

Gossett 

Morgan 

Bennett,  Mo. 

Granger 

Morris 

Band 

Grant,  Ala. 

Morrison 

B’.atnik 

Gregory 

Multer 

Bloom 

Griffiths 

Mundt 

Boggs,  La. 

Hardy 

Murdpck 

Bonner 

Harless,  Ariz. 

Norblad 

Boykin 

Harris 

Norrell 

Brooks 

Harrison 

Norton 

Brown,  Ga. 

Hart 

O’Brien 

Bryson 

Havenner 

O'Hara 

Buchanan 

Hays 

O’Konski 

Bui  winkle 

Hebert 

O’Toole 

Burleson 

Hedrick 

Pace 

Byrne,  N.  Y. 

Hendricks 

Passman 

Camp 

Hobbs 

Patman 

Cannon 

Hoeven 

Peterson 

Carroll 

Holifield 

Phillips,  Tenn. 

Case,  S.  Dak. 

Huber 

Pickett 

Chelf 

Hull 

Poage 

Combs 

Jackson,  Wash! 

Powell 

Cooley 

Jarman 

Preston 

Cooper 

Jensen 

Price,  Fla. 

Cotton 

Jones,  Ala. 

Price,  HI. 

Courtney 

Jones,  N.  C. 

Priest 

Cravens 

Karsten,  Mo. 

Rains  % 

Crosser 

Kee 

Rankin 

Davis,  Ga. 

Kelley 

Rayburn 

Davis,  Tenn. 

Kerr 

Redden 

Dawson,  Ill. 

Kilday 

Regan 

Deane 

King 

Richards 

Delaney 

Kirwan 

Rivers 

Dingell 

Klein 

Rockwell 

Domengeaux 

Lanham 

Rogers,  Fla. 

Donohue 

Larcade 

Rooney 

Doughton 

LeCompte 

Sabath 

Douglas 

Lesinski 

Sadowskl 

Durham 

Lucas 

Sasscer 

Eberharter 

Lusk 

Schwabe,  Mo. 

Engle,  Calif. 

Lyle 

Short 

Evins 

Lynch 

Sikes 

Fallon 

McCormack 

Smathers 

Feighan 

McMillan,  S.  C. 

Smith,  Va. 

Fernandez 

MacKinnon 

Somers 

Flannagan 

Mahon 

Spence 
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Stefan 

Vinson 

Williams 

Talle 

Walter 

Wilson,  Tex. 

Teague 

Wheeler 

Winstead 

Thomas,  Tex. 

Whitaker  / 

Wood 

Thompson 

Whitten  V 

Worley 

Trimble 

Whittington 

NOT  VOTING— 

-60 

Abbitt 

Gallagher 

McGarvey 

Auchincloss 

Gwinn,  N.  Y. 

Madden 

Barden 

Hall, 

Murray,  Tenn. 

Bolton 

Leonard  W. 

Peden 

Brown,  Ohio 

Hartley 

Pfeifer 

Buckley 

Heffernan 

Philbin 

Celler 

Herter 

Ploeser 

Chapman 

Hinshaw 

Riley 

Clark 

Hoffman 

Robertson 

Clippinger 

Isacson 

Scoblick 

Coffin 

Jennings 

Simpson,  Pa. 

Cole,  N.  Y. 

Johnson,  Okia. 

Smith,  Maine 

Colmer 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Stanley 

Cox 

Kefauver 

Stevenson 

Cunningham 

Kennedy 

Stigler 

D’Ewart 

Keogh 

Thomas,  N.  J. 

Dolliver 

Lane 

Towe 

Dondero 

Lea 

West 

Dorn 

LeFevre 

Wilson,  Ind. 

Fisher 

Lemke 

Foote 

Ludlow 

So  the  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following 
pairs : 

On  this  vote: 

Mrs.  Smith  of  Maine  for,  with  Mr.  Keogh 
against. 

Mr.  Thomas  of  New  Jersey  for,  with  Mr. 
Philbin  against. 

Mr.  Hartley  for,  with  Mr.  Kefauver  against. 

Mr.  LePevre  for,  with  Mr.  Stanley  against. 

Mr.  Herter  for,  with  Mr.  Celler  against. 

Mr.  Simpson  of  Pennsylvania  for,  with  Mr. 
Riley  against. 

Mr.  McGarvey  for,  with  Mr.  Chapman 
against. 

Mr.  Towe  for,  with  Mr.  Isacson  against. 

Mr.  Auchincloss  for,  with  Mr.  Cox  against. 

Mr.  Coffin  for,  with  Mr.  Dorn  against. 

Mr.  Cole  of  New  York  for,  with  Mr.  Ken¬ 
nedy  against. 

Mr.  Dondero  for,  with  Mr.  Heffernan 
against. 

Mr.  Foote  for,  with  Mr.  Stigler  against. 

Mr.  Gwinn  of  New  York  for,  with  Mr. 
Pfeifer  against. 

Mr.  Ploeser  for,  with  Mr.  Peden  against. 

Mr.  Leonard  W.  Hall  for,  with  Mr.  Buckley 
against. 

Mr.  Gallagher  for,  with  Mr.  Madden  against. 

Additional  general  pairs: 

Mr.  Brown  of  Ohio  with  Mr.  Lane. 

Mr.  Cunningham  with  Mr.  West. 

Mr.  Dolliver  with  Mr.  Colmer. 

Mrs.  Bolton  with  Mr.  Lea. 

Mr.  Jennings  with  Mr.  Fisher. 

Mr.  Scoblick  with  Mr.  Clark. 


Mr.  Stevenson  with  Mr.  Johnson  of  Okla¬ 
homa. 

Mr.  Wilson  of  Indiana  with  Mr.  Murray  of 
Tennessee. 

Mr.  Hinshaw  with  Mr.  Abbitt. 

Mr.  Clippinger  with  Mr.  Johnson  of  Texas. 

Mr.  Hoffman  with  Mr.  Barden. 

Mr.  Lemke  with  Mr.  Ludlow. 

Mr.  McMillen  of  Illinois  and  Mr. 
Ellis  changed  their  votes  from  “nay”  to 
“yea.” 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced 
as  above  recorded. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Allen]. 

PROVIDING  FOR  THE  COMMON  DEFENSE 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois,  from  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Rules,  reported  the  following 
privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  671,  Rept. 
No.  2339)  which  was  referred  to  the 
House  Calendar  and  ordered  to  be 
printed: 

Resolved,  That  upon  the  adoption  of  this 
resolution  it  shall  be  in  order  to  move  that 
the  House  reslove  itself  into  the  Committee 
of  the  Wohle  House  on  the  State  of  the 
Union  for  considertaion  of  the  bill  (H.  R. 
6401)  to  provide  for  the  common  defense 
by  increasing  the  strength  of  the  armed 
forces  of  the  United  States  and  for  other 
purposes,  and  all  points  of  order  against 
said  bill  are  hereby  waived.  That  after 
general  debate,  which  shall  be  confined  to 
the  bill  and  continue  not  to  exceed  3  hours, 
to  be  equally  divided  and  controlled  by 
the  chairman  and  ranking  minority  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services, 
the  bill  shall  be  read  for  amendment  under 
the  5-minute  rule.  At  the  conclusion  of 
the  reading  of  the  bill  for  amendment,  the 
Committee  shall  rise  and  report  the  same 
to  the  House  with  such  amendments  as  may 
have  been  adopted,  and  the  previous  ques¬ 
tion  shall  be  considered  as  ordered  on  the 
bill  and  amendments  thereto  to  final  passage 
without  intervening  motion  except  one  mo¬ 
tion  to  recommit.  After  the  passage  of  the 
bill  (H.  R.  6401)  it  shall  be  in  order  in  the 
House  to  take  from  the  Speaker’s  table  the 
bill  S.  2655,  and  to  move  to  strike  out  all 
after  the  enacting  clause  of  said  Senate  bill 
and  to  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  provisions 
contained  in  H.  R.  6401  as  passed. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE  (EX¬ 
CLUSIVE  OF  FARM  CREDIT  ADMINIS¬ 
TRATION)  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1949 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  next  amendment  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 


The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  35:  Page  51,  line 
22,  insert  the  following: 

‘‘exportation  and  domestic  consumption  op 

AGRICULTURAL  COMMODITIES 

‘‘Not  to  exceed  $500,000  of  the  appropria¬ 
tion  made  available  by  section  32  of  the 
Act  of  August  24,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  612  (c)), 
shall  be  used  to  pay  any  subsidy,  benefit,  or 
indemnity  to  manufacturers  of  or  dealers 
in  insulation  products.” 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate 
and  concur  in  the  same. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  41:  Page  59,  line 
10,  insert  the  following:  "Provided,  however. 
That  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  may  au¬ 
thorize  the  Regional  Agricultural  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration  to  reenter  an  area  or  region  where 
an  economic  emergency  or  production  dis¬ 
aster  has  occurred,  in  conformity  with  the 
provisions  of  section  201  (e)  of  the  Emer¬ 
gency  Relief  and  Construction  Act  of  1932, 
as  amended  (title  12,  U.  S.  C.,"1148).” 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate 
and  concur  in  the  same. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  42:  Page  63,  line  4, 
insert  the  following:  ‘‘together  with  the 
unobligated  balance  of  the  appropriation  for 
this  purpose  for  fiscal  year  1948  which  shall 
be  available  to  complete  the  orderly  liqui¬ 
dation  of  the  1947  and  prior  crop-year 
programs.” 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer 
a  motion,  which  I  send  to  the  Clerk’s 
desk. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Dirksen  moves  that  the  House  recede 
and  concur  in  amendment  No.  42. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  insert  at  this  point 
in  the  Record  a  table  showing  the  total 
appropriation  for  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  and  also  loan  authorizations 
for  the  fiscal  year  1949. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection,  it 
is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 


Summary  of  appropriations  and  borrowing  authorization  in  Department  of  Agriculture  appropriation  bill,  1949,  compared  with  1948, 

House  bill,  1949,  and  Senate  bill,  1949 1 


Item 

Appropriations 
and  borrowing 
authorization, 
1948 

Budget  esti¬ 
mates,  1949 

House  bill, 
1949 

Senate  bill, 
1949 

Bill  as  finally 
passed 

Bill  as  finally  passed 

Compared  with 
House  bill 
(+)  or  (-) 

Compared  with 
Senate  bill 
(+)  or  (-) 

Direct  appropriations  in  agricultural  appropriation  bill - 

$632,  526, 651 
160, 351, 057 

$636, 412, 090 
65, 327, 127 

$545, 533, 453 
146,327, 127 

$580,  400,  278 
146, 327, 127 

$577, 546, 953 
146, 327, 127 

+$32, 013, 500 

-$2,  853, 325 

Total,  direct  appropriations . . . 

792, 788,  708 
400, 000, 000 

701, 739, 217 
300,000,000 

691, 860,  580 
400, 000, 000 

726, 727, 405 
400, 000, 000 

723, 874, 080 
400, 000, 000 

+32, 013, 500 

-2, 853, 325 

Total,  appropriations  and  borrowing  authorization... 

1, 192, 877, 708 

1, 001, 739, 217 

1, 091, 860, 580 

1, 126, 727, 405 

1, 123, 874, 080 

+32, 013, 500 

-2, 853, 325 

i  Excludes  salaries  and  expenses,  Farm  Credit  Administration,  contained  in  the  Government  corporations  appropriation  bill,  1949,  pending  final  congressional  action. 
Prepared  by:  Office  of  Budget  and  Finance,  Division  of  Estimates  and  Allotments,  Estimates  Section,  June  14, 1948. 
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Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  know 
particularly  in  the  rural  areas  when  the 
time  comes  to  get  around  to  the  hustings 
and  meet  the  voters,  you  will  want 
some  information  with  respect  to  what 
the  second  session  of  the  Eightieth  Con¬ 
gress  did  on  agricultural  appropriations. 

The  bill  as  finally  passed,  making  ad¬ 
justments  for  the  amounts  that  were  in 
conference,  would  indicate  that  the  di¬ 
rect  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year 
1949  for  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
will  be  $577,000,000  plus.  Those  are  di¬ 
rect  annual  appropriations.  In  addition 
thereto,  there  are  permanent  appropria¬ 
tions  of  $146,000,000.  Those  are  appro¬ 
priations  over  which  the  committee  has 
no  control  whatsoever.  They  are  per¬ 
manent.  They  are  indefinite.  They  are 
provided  by  law,  and  our  profane  hands 
cannot  be  placed  thereon.  So  when  you 
add  the  direct  annual  appropriations  to 
the  permanent  appropriations,  -the  total 
in  the  bill  before  us  now  will  be  $723,- 
000,000.  In  addition  thereto  the  bor¬ 
rowing  power  of  REA  will  be  $400,000,000 
for  the  next  fiscal  year,  making  a  total 
of  loans  and  direct  and  permanent  ap¬ 
propriations  of  $1,123,000,000.  You  see, 
agriculture  has  come  to  be  a  pretty  good 
sized  industry  in  this  country,  and  well 
over  the  billion-dollar  mark.  These  ap¬ 
propriations  will  be  $32,000,000  over  the 
House  figure  and  $2,800,000  under  the 
Senate  figure.  That  might  indicate  to 
you  that  your  House  conferees  have  not 
been  good  bargainers.  Of  course,  the 
upper  House  comes  by  its  traditional 
name  also  by  virtue  of  the  fact  that  it 
ups  many  of  our  appropriations  and  then 
our  part  is  always  to  hold  them  in  line 
and  to  develop  what  we  think  are  agree¬ 
able  and  acceptable  compromises.  So 
the  final  figure  is  $32,000,000  above  the 
House  figure  and  nearly  $3,000,000  below 
the  Senate  figure. 

This,  then,  concludes  our  deliberations 
on  the  Department  of  Agriculture  appro¬ 
priation.  I  can  only  express  the  hope 
that  agriculture  thereunder  will  profit 
ana  prosper.  But  I  would  be  rather  re¬ 
miss,  I  think,  if  I  did  not  say  this  to  the 
Congress:  More  and  more  it  becomes  ap¬ 
parent  that  we  become  special  pleaders, 
and  that  goes  for  me  as  well  as  for  any¬ 
body  else.  I  find  that  I  plead  special, 
sectional,  local  causes  every  now  and 
then.  It  seems  to  be  in  the  air.  How 
many  speeches  begin  in  the  well  of  this 
House:  “Now,  in  my  congressional  dis¬ 
trict.”  And  the  minute  you  put  that 
provincial  limitation  upon  your  think¬ 
ing,  you  have  lost  your  national  perspec¬ 
tive  and  your  national  viewpoint.  More 
and  more,  as  we  deal  with  agricultural 
policy,  I  hope  we  may  forget  corn  and 
soybeans  and  hogs  in  my  own  district 
and  fruits  and  vegetables  in  other  sec¬ 
tions,  and  cotton,  tobacco,  rice,  eggs, 
chickens,  and  peanuts  in  other  sections, 
and  think  less  sectionally  and  less  pro- 
vmcially,  and  be  thinking  about  agricul¬ 
ture  and  the  impact  of  agriculture  upon 
the  economy  of  the  whole  country.  Out 
of  that  there  is  likely  to  come  a  better 
agriculture  policy  than  we  have  had. 
there  must  be  a  restoration  of  national 
perspective.  I  confess  my  derelictions 

s*ns  you  in  ^hat  resPect,  in 
the  hope  that  perhaps  you  can  reexam¬ 


ine  your  own  thinking  and  your  own 
course  in  the  past,  and  it  may  lead  to 
something  better  and  more  durable  and 
more  fruitful  for  all  farmers  in  all  areas 
of  the  land. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  own  re¬ 
marks  at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

[Mr.  CANNON  addressed  the  House. 
His  remarks  will  appear  hereafter  in  the 
Appendix.] 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois  to  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  the  various 
votes  by  which  action  was  taken  was 
laid  on  the  table. 

- -  SXTEN&ION-GP  REMABM8 - — 

Mr.  KEEFE  asked  and  was  granted 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Record  and  include  a  speech  delivered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
Byrnes]  . 

VETO  MESSAGE  PROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

OP  THfi  UNITED  STATES— EMPLOY¬ 
MENT  TAXES  AND  SOCIAL  SECURITY 

BENEFITS  (H.  DOC.  NO.  711) 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  lays  be- 
:  fore  the  House  the  following  message 
from  the  President  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  a 
l  point  of  order. 


ities  rather  than  on  the  basis  of  technical, 
legal  forms.  In  so  doing,  it  would  mak 
the  social-security  rights  of  the  emplo) 
ees  directly  excluded,  and  many  tf 
sands  of  additional  employees,  deofend 
almost  entirely  upon  the  mannsf  in 
which  their  employers  might  chopse  to 
cast  their  employment  arrangements. 
Employers  desiring  to  avoid  the jpayment 
of  taxes  which  would  be  theibasis  for 
social-security  benefits  for  thafr  employ¬ 
ees  could  do  so  by  the  estahpshment  of 
artificial  legal  arrangements  governing 
their  relationship  with  thtir  employees. 
I  cannot  approve  legislaticm  which  would 
permit  such  employers  a,f  their  own  dis¬ 
cretion  to  avoid  the  payment  of  social- 
security  taxes  and  to  d#ny  social-security 
protection  to  employ/es  and  their  fam- 
i  ilies. 

It  has  been  represented  that  the  issue 
involved  in  this  resolution  is  whether  or 
not  the  legislativjrbranch  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  shall  determine  what  individuals 
I  are  entitled  tc 
This  is  not  th^ssue  at  all.  The  real  issue 
is  whether  tlyf  social-security  coverage  of 
many  hunctffeds  of  thousands  of  individ¬ 
uals  shoulty  be  left  largely  to  the  discre¬ 
tion  of  th$h  employers.  On  this  issue  the 
proper  course  is  obvious. 

The  gxpressed  purpose  of  the  sponsors 
of  thi^fresolution  is  to  exclude  from  the 
coverage  of  the  Social  Security  Act  per¬ 
sons,  who  have  the  status  of  independent 
contractors,  rather  than  that  of  em¬ 
ployees.  But  no  legislation  is  needed  to 
accomplish  this  objective.  Under  present 
jaw,  as  interpreted  by  the  Supreme  Court, 
only  persons  who  are  bona  fide  employ- 


I  make  the  point  of  order  that  a  ees  are  covered  by  our  social -security 


quorum  is  not  present.  / 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  will  count. 
[After  counting.]  Two  hundred  and 
forty  Members  are  present,  a  quorunu 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows :  \  § 

To  the  House  of  Representatives:  / 

I  return  herewith,  without  my  ap¬ 
proval,  House  Joint  Resolution'  296,  to 
maintain  the  status  quo  in  resppct  of  cer¬ 
tain  employment  taxes  and  sbcial-secu- 
j  rity  benefits  pending  action  by  Congress' 
on  extended  social-security  /overage. 

Despite  representations/ to  the  con¬ 
trary,  sections  1  and  2  of  4his  resolution 
would  exclude  from  the Coverage  of  the 
old-age  and  survivors”  insurance  and 
unemployment-insurafice  systems  up  to 
750,000  employees,  consisting  of  a  sub¬ 
stantial  portion  of  line  persons  working 
as  commission  salesmen,  life-insurance 
salesmen,  piece  workers,  truck  drivers, 
taxicab  drivers,,  miners,  journeymen 
tailors,  and  others.  In  June  1947,  the 
Supreme  Court  held  that  these  employees 
have  been  justly  and  legally  entitled  to 
social-security  protection  since  the  be¬ 
ginning  of  the  program  in  1935.  I  cannot 
approve  legislation  which  would  deprive 
many  hundreds  of  thousands  of  em¬ 
ployees,  as  well  as  their  families,  of  so¬ 
cial-security  benefits  when  the  need  for 
expanding  our  social-insurance  system  is 
so  great. 

Furthermore,  if  enacted  into  law,  this 
resolution  would  overturn  the  present 
sound  principle  that  employment  rela¬ 
tionships  under  the  social-security  laws 
should  be  determined  in  the  light  of  real- 


system. 

When  all  of  the  considerations  regard¬ 
ing  sections  1  and  2  of  the  resolution  are 
sifted,  two  basic  facts  remain  unrefuted. 
Hundreds  of  large  employers  are  assured 
of  an  exemption  from  social-security 
taxes,  while  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
employees  and  their  benefits — urgent  as 
that  is.  There  are  other  equally  urgent 
extensions  and  improvements  in  our  so¬ 
cial-security  system  which  I  have  re- 
petedly  recommended.  They  are  well 
understood  and  widely  accepted  and 
should  be  enacted  without  delay. 

Because  sections  1  and  2  of  this  resolu¬ 
tion  would  seriously  curtail  and  weaken 
our  social-security  system,  I  am  com¬ 
pelled  to  return  it  without  my  approval. 

Harry  S.  Truman. 

The  WHtTE  House,  June  14, 1948. 

\ 

The  SPEAKER.  The  objections  of  the 
President  will  be  spread  at  large  upon  the 
Journal  and  the  bill  and  message  ordered 
to  be  printed. 

The  question  is,  Will  the  House,  on  re¬ 
consideration,  pass  tjae  bill,  the  objec¬ 
tions  of  the  Presided^  to  the  contrary 
notwithstanding?  \ 

Mr.  GEARHART.  Mr!  Speaker,  I  ap¬ 
preciate  the  limitation  of  time,  and  for 
that  reason  I  will  confine  myself  to  mere¬ 
ly  stating  the  ultimate  facts  hi  relation 
to  this  resolution.  Some  time  ago  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  ren¬ 
dered  two  decision  in  what  are  known 
as  the  Silk  and  Gray  Van  cases,  cases 
which  involved  the  question  whetheror 
not  certain  persons  were  employees,  an4 


■ 
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2.  AGRI CULTURAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL.  Concurred  in  the  Senate  amendment  1,  to  strike 
out  the  provision  regarding  appointment  of  persons  at  salaries  above  the  regular 
rates  (p.  $479) •  This  hill  will  now  he  sent  to  the  President. 


TRADE  AGREEMENTS.  Concurred  in  Senate  amendment  to  H.R.  65561.  to  extend  until  J* 
June  30*  1949»  the  authority  for  entering  into?,  trade  agreements  (pp ^  S4o4.S4l^). 
^Phis  hill  will  now  he  sent  to  the  President*  *  j 

CHARTER.  .  The  Rules  Committee -reported  a  resolution  for  the  consideration 
o.f  \R.  6263,  the  CCC  charter  bill  (pp.  8479-80,  8484). 

FEDERAL ”'^AY  BILL.  The. Post  Office  and  Civil  Service  Committee  renamed  without 
amendmen^J H.R.  6917 *  to  increase  salaries  of  Federal  and  D.C.  employees-  (R. 
Rept.  235^i  (p.  8433). 

The.RuiSes  Committee  renorted  a  resolution  for  the  c<?  ns  ideation  of  this 

hill,  H.R.  69V  (pp.  3480  ,  8484) . 

Rep.  Hays\Ark.,  inserted  and  discussed  an  amendment  xfiich  ho  proposes  ,  to 
submit  to  this  bMl,  H.R.  6917»  to  provide  for  salary  increases  based  on  pub¬ 
lication  of  the '  Consumers  Price  Index,  of  the  Bureau  of  j^abor  Statistics  (p.8482^ 

6*  FEDERAL  SECURITY  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  19j$.  Received  the  President’s 
veto  message  on  this  b:n^,H*B.6355(E«Doc.7l4)Cp.848jj£'The  nessato  states  that  the 
objection  to  th§  bill  is  abased  on  the  transfer  ojr  the  U.S.  Employment  Service 
from  the  Labor  Department  %q  the  Federal  Securj^y  Agency, 

7*  FATS  AID  OILS.  Received  from  ^his  Departmeni/a  nroposal  for  a  CCC  project  for 

the  stimulation  and  increase  or^roductiojr  of  copra  and  palm  oil  in  the  Nether¬ 
lands  Indies  (n.  S4S3)«. 


3*  STRATEGIC  MATERIALS.  Rep.  Jensen, 
erials  (pp*  84o6— 7)*. 


Io^toT  urged  the  stockpiling  of  strategic  mat- 


9.  CREDIT  UNIONS.'  Passed  with  amendment  S.  ^25,  ,to  transfer  administration  of  the 
Federal  Credit  Union  Act  to  tl^T  Federal  Sl^irity  ^gexjcy  (pp.  S4lS~S). 

10.  INTERIOR  APPROPRIATION  BILL/1949.  Reps.  J ens%f  Fenton,  Stockman,  Schwab e 
( Okl  a. )  \  Fir  wan,  Norrell^ud  Gore  vrere  appointed  conferees  on  this  bill,  H.R. 
6705  (p.  8420).  Senate/conf orees  v/ere. appointed '^une  l4. 


11.  SELECTIVE  SERVICE. 
3419-26,  8427-78).. 


5gan 


debate  on  H.R.  6401,  the  selective-service-  bill  (pp. 


12.  "VETERANS1  HOMESTjCADS.  Ren.  Rogers,  Mass*,  urged  that  action  be  taken  on  H.R. 

4433,  the  ir divans’  Homestead  Act  (p.  3482). 

13.  R.f'.C.  AUD^f  Received  from  -GAO  Vo  1.  3  of  the  RFC  audit  r epor\  (H.Doc.  713) 

(p.  g4 

14.  FLOOD  CONTROL.  The  Public  Lands  Committee  reported  without  amendment  S»  l639» 

authorizing  the  repair  and  rehabilitation  of  irrigation  works  damaged,  by  flood 
aoff^tho'  prevention'  of 6 ado od  damage  in  the  Fort  Sumner  irrigation  district  (H. 

*pt.  235^)  (P.  3433), ' 

STRATEGIC  MATERIALS.  The  Judiciary  Committee  reported  with  amendments  H.R, 4$  28, 
to  amend  the  Contract  Settlement  Act  so  as  to  authorize  the  payment  of  fair  \ 
comnensatiorr  to  -persons  contracting  to  deliver  certain  strategic  or  critical  \ 
materials  in  cases  of  failure  to  recover  reasonable  cagts(H.Rept.  2357 )  (p  .8433  )V 


4 


1.6 .  COT II IODITY  EXCHANGE.  The  Administration  Cor.inittee  ordered  reported,  hut  did  noj 
actually  report,  H.Res.  674,  providing  $10,000  additional  for  the  Select  Coq 
. \nittee  to  Investigate  Transactions  on  Commodity  Exchanges  (p.  -2659) • 


17*  FAE&. PROGRAM,  T-he  Administration  Committee  ordered  reported,  hut  did  nyf  uctu- 
ally^report,  H.Res.  696,  providing  $5»000  for  the  Agriculture  rComnitj^e  to 
make  Mudies  and  investigations  into  matters  relating  to  agricultuiur  (p.D659) 

1« 


O  • 


LANDS.  TfSkPuMic  Lands  Committee  ordered  reported,  hut  did  not  VTctually  ^report 
H.R.  6697*\o  authorize  the  sal-e  and  grant  to  the  city  of-  Lo s >&geles,  Calif., 
of  certain  interests  in  public  lands,  and  repealing  a  certayr  act  (p.D659). 

The  PublrkLands  Committee  ordered  reported,  hut  did  jfit  actually  report, 
S.  1243,  to  Day\  Confederated  Tribes  of  the  Warm  Spring*®  Reservation  revenues,! 
from  certain  land including  lands  which  are  a  part  o^Tthe  Mt.  Hood  National 

Forest  (p.  L659). 

19.  DISASTER  LOANS.  A  Subcc^riittee  of  the  Public  Works^ommdttee  approved  for  re¬ 
porting  to  the  full  committee,  with  amendment s, -JfcR. ' 6355,  to  coordinate  emer¬ 
gency  activities  of  Federal, ^agencies  in  disaster  areas  and  to  provide  emergency 
,  aid  (p.  D659). 

20*  BUILDINGS  AND  GROUNDS.  A  subcommittee  of  Jfne'  Public  Works  Committee  approved 
for  reporting  to  the  full  conniti&£,  \rij/h  amendments,  S.  1955,  to  acquire  sites 
in  preparation  for  Federal  buildingJ^jfenerally  (p.  D659). 


21.  RECLAMATION.  Passed  as  reported.  299,  toWtend  the  reclamation  laws  to  Ark. 

(p.  S493).  x  ^ 

22.  FERTIjjI Z-iR.  Passed  witnout^nendnent  H.  R.  527^W  to  provide  for  free  importa¬ 

tion  of  limestone  for  us^rin  fertilizer  manufacture  (p.  3495).  This  bill  will 
nov/  be  sent  to  the  President.  As  finally  pa.ssed,  does  -not  contain  the 
baler-twine  provision 

M  1 

23.  FOOD  AND  DRUG  ADMINISTRATION.  Pa.ssed  without  amendment  R,  4071,  to  amend  the 

Federal  Food,  Daflg,  and  Cosmetic  Act  so  as  to  a.uthorize  ^for.cement  o’f  the  Act 
in  ca.ses  of  adulteration  or  misbranding  of  goods  held  for  resale,  and  seizure 
of  such  £o°d^r  not  only  while  in  interstate  commerce  but  whiloAbeing  held  for 
sale  (p.  ) #  This  bill  will  .now  be  sent  to  the  President., 

24.  VIRGIN  L31ANDS.  Pa.ssed  e.s  reported  S.  1133,  to  incorpora.te  the  Virfcin  Islands 

Corpyfpp.  G49C-9).  T 

25.  Bil^  passed  over  included:  S.  669,  wheat  bonus  (p.  3492) ;  S.  Con*  Res?-,, 
/fonsalidated  appropriation . bill  (p.  3493) ,  H.  R.  3536,  drainage  investigations 
(p.  6494);  S.J.Res.  Ib2,  prohibit  Indian  reservations  in  Alaska,  etc.  '  (p, otyj) .. 

r.  O&C  LANDS.  Passed,  as  reported  S.  5S0 ,  to  transfer  certain  O&C  lands  from  the 
Forest  Service  to  the  Interior  Department  (pp.  3494— 5) . 


to  Son.  Wiley,  W is.,  on  the  subject  (p.  A Hill) . 

Extension  of  remarks  of  Rep.  Murray*  Wis-.,  in  favor  of  the  men  eluent 
Foreign  Aid  Appropriation  bill  to  provide  $65*000,000  for  dried  skij^ilk 
e  ECA  program.  (p*  A4l22). 

Extension  of  renarks  of  Rep.  Knutson,  Minn.,  exnlaininjg^.R* 6712,  ■  to 
changes  in  thc_ Internal  Revenue  Code  (pp.  AHo 

H5c  ALASKA;  ELEC  TE^fcEC  AT  ION.  Extension  of  renarks  of  Eel.  BartLett,  Alaska*  point¬ 
ing  out  the, po  ^er  needs  of  Alaska  (up.  A4oSS-tRI«. 


H6.  RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION.  Extension  of  remarks  of  Rep'.  MacKinnon,  Minn.,  discuss- 

REA  (p.  .AHoq^) 


47.  EARM  PROGRAM.  Rep,  Buchanan^Pa. ,  inserted  President  Truman’s  recent  address 

at  the  Grea.ter  Los  Angeles  RreS^  Club  wh^n  includes  comments  on  the .  long-range 
farm  program  (pp.  AH096-0) . 


4S.  FOREIGN  AID;  INFLATION.  Rep.  Woo , 
article,  "Kennedy  Says  Inflation 


.Mich.-,  inserted  a  N.Y.  Journal-Anerican 


iig  Da^spr  of  ESP"  (pp.  A4o90~9) 


49.  HOUSING.  Various  remarks  a.^jrinsortions  on  fS^housing  bills  (pp.  A40o2-4, 

A4-S9-91,  A4o94r-5,  a4o$6' 


COMMITTEE  HEARINGS  JUftTOUNCEMENT  S  for  June  l6:  Andresen  Conn^tee,  USDA  grain  buy-. 

'  ing  (Brannan  to  'testify);  H.  Agriculture, .  farm-labor  supply  bmbl  (ex.)';  H.  Expendi¬ 
tures  in.  the  E^cutive  Departments,  Federal  traffic  activities ;  ^Appropriations , 

■  Military  Establishments  appropriation  (ex.);  conference  on  displaceN^cr sons  bill 

(ex.);  K.  Shies,  housing  bill. 

m-  ■  ■  jf  ■ 


Jr 

r  supplemental  information  and  copies  of  legislative  material  referred  to,  cdS 

„  Ext. .465^  or  send  to  Room  113  Adm. 
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BILLS  INTRODUCED 


% 


COMMODITY  EXCHANGES.  H.Res.  674,  By  Rep.  Andresen,  Minn.,  providing  $10,00C 
additional  for  the  SGioct  Committee  to  Investigate  Transactions  on  Connodjn;y 
Exchanges.  To  Administration  Committee,  (p.  24S4.) 


32. 


33. 


I  PROGRAM.  H.Res.  676,  hy  Rep.  Gamble,  N.Y. ,  providing  $5,000  for Xhe  Ag¬ 
riculture  Committee  to  make  studies  and  investigations  into  mat  ter  ^relating 
to  sericulture.  To  Administration  Committee,  (p.  S4S4.) 


tobacco  art 
U.S.  To 


TOBACCO  ‘^TAXATION.  E.R*  693^,  by  Rem.  Grant,  Ind.,  to  provide,  Vin  certain 
cases,  tl%t  internal— revenue  stamps  may  be  affixed  in  foreigiycountries  to 


Nation  into  the 


4o. 


Lets  manufactured  in  such  countries  before  inpo 
and  Means  Committee.  (p.,S4s4.) 

HOUSING.  H.R.  6^2  3,  by  Rep.  Angell,  Ore.,  to  authorize  /he  Housing  and  Hone 
Einance  Administrator  to  make  loans  to  provide  housinay accommodations  for  fan- 


ilies  in  the  Vane 6w er-P o r 1 1  an d  area,  deprived  of  th< 


Banicing  and.  Currency  Connii 


.r  homes 

ee.  (n. 


is  a  result  of 
>42 4.)  Rcma.rks 


he  production  of  permanent 
area.  To  Banking  and  Cur- 


the  flood  disaster, 
of  author  (to .  S4ll). 

H.R.  6924,  by  Rpp.kAngell,  Ore.,  to  aid  in 
housing  in  the  Portland, ‘^re.-  Vancouver,  Hash/, 
rcncy  Committee,  (p.  C4o4i:,)  Rcma.rks  of  autbror  (p.  S4ll). 

H.Res.  675,  b^  Rep.  Garble,  N.Y.,  to  provide  funds  for  the  expenses  of 
the  Joint  Committee  on  Housing  for  the  ppjf)0se  of  concluding  its  business.  To 
Administration  Committee,  (p.  *11424.) 

S.  2063,  by  Sen.  Morse,  Ore\ (forynimself  and  others),  to  authorize  the 
Housing  and  Hone  Einance  Administrator  to  make-  loans  to  provide  housing  accom¬ 
modation's  for  families  in  the  Vancomrer-Portland  area  deprived  of  their  homes 
as  a.  result  of  the  flood  disasteryf  Tol  Banking  and  Currency  Commit  tee.  (p.2490.) 
Remarks  of  .author  (pp.  2490-2).  /  \ 

S.  2271,  by  Sen.  Morse,  Ope.  (for  himself  and  others),  to  a. id  in  the  pro¬ 
duction  of  permanent  housing  jm  the  Portland,  Ore. -Vancouver,  Hash.,  area.  To 
Banking  and  Currency  Committee.  Remarks  of  author,  (pp.  2553“^+)  • 


4i. 


22^7,  by  Sen,  Magnusfen,  Wash,  (for  himself  and  Sen. 


ALASKAN  TRANSPORTATION. 

Butler,  Nebr.),  providijf’  for  the  construction  olka  railroad  connecting  the 
existing  railroad  system  serving  the  U.S.  and  Canada  and  terminating  at  Prince 
George,  British  Columbia,  Canada,  with  the  railro a-dNsy  stem  serving  Alaska  and 
terminating  at  FaipPanks,  Alaska.  To  Fdrcign  Relation^  Committee,  (p.  2553») 


ITEMS  IN  APPENDIX 


42. 


TRANSPORT AT IONC  Extension  of  remarks  of  Rep.  Rankin,  Miss., 
tions  for  c/nstruction  of  the  Tennessec-Tombigbee  Inland  Hate1 
Extension  of  remarks  of  Rep.  Wo  Ivor  ton,  N.  J. ,  "An  Answer 
Truman' s/Veto  Message  on  the  Bulwinkle  Bill"  (pp.  A4lll-2). 

Rep.  Grant,  Ind.,  inserted  a  Wall  Street  Journal  editorial  c 
the  veto  of  the  Bulwinkle  bill  (p.  A4ll3). 

Extension  of  rema.rks  of  Rep.  Bulwinkle,  N.C.,  discussing  the  Pr 
veto  message  on  S.  110,  the  Bulwinkle  transportation  rate— agreement 

A4l26). 


ing  appro pria- 
y(pp.A4071-2) . 
President 


lcizmg 


ident 


PnICE  SUPPORTS;  DAIRY  INDUSTRY.  Extension  of  remarks  of  Rep.  Murray,  Wis*,  . 
claiming,  "the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  ha.s  not  followed  the  lav/  nor  the  spir. 
of  the  Steagall  amendment  in  regard  to  dried  skim  milk,"  and  including  a  lettc 
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donate  or  sell  their  lands  to  the  tribe  or 
rftay  exchange  their  lands  for  assignments 
of  tribal  lands  within  the  project  area. 
There  is  authorized  to  be  appropriated,  out 
of  any1  money  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States  not  otherwise  appropriated,  $8,000,  or 
so  much^-ithereof  as  may  be  necessary,  for 
the  purchase  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Inte¬ 
rior,  in  the'Njiame  of  the  United  States  of 
America  in  trljpt  for  the  Shoshone-Bannock 
Tribes  of  the  F\rt  Hall  Reservation,  of  one 
hundred  and  eighty  acres  of  non-Indian- 
owned  land,  with  Water  rights  and  improve¬ 
ments  appurtenant  thereto,  described  as  the 
north  half  southeast  quarter  southwest  quar¬ 
ter  section  13,  township,  4  south,  range  34 
east,  Boise  meridian,  and,  south  half  north¬ 
east  quarter  and  north  halt  southeast  quar¬ 
ter  section  7,  township  4  South,  range  35 
east,  Boise  meridian,  located  \toithin  the  area 
excluded  from  the  Fort  Hall  Indian  Irriga¬ 
tion  project  by  section  4  of  this  Act. 

“Sec.  6.  There  is  authorized  to  be  appro¬ 
priated,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury 
of  the  United  States  not  otherwise  appro¬ 
priated,  the  sum  of  $3,995  to  compensate  the 
following-named  landowners,  or  their  heirs, 
for  work  accomplished  or  for  future  work 
necessary  in  filling,  leveling,  and  otherwise^ 
preparing  for  irrigation  the  abandoned  por¬ 
tion  of  the  old  Fort  Hall  Main  Canal  within 
their  holdings,  in  not  to  exceed  the  following 
amounts:  Frank  E.  DeKay,  $401;  Henry  Jen¬ 
sen,  $633;  Theodore  H.  Gathe,  $654;  A.  E. 
Albert,  $106;  Ezra  D.  Wilson,  $127;  J.  M.  Bist- 
line,  $378;  Ambrose  H.  McGuire,  $424;  Ellen 
Griffith,  $412;  C.  M.  Allen,  $116;  Olive  A. 
Granden,  $184;  William  Webster,  $28;  Hiram 
Faulkner,  $114;  Williamette  Blakeslee,  $298; 
Frank  Parker,  $99;  and  Henrietta  C.  Blakes¬ 
lee,  $21. 

“Sec.  7.  Pending  the  construction  of  a 
siphon  to  provide  gravity  flow  water  to 
ninety-six  and  six-tenths  acres  of  irrigable 
lands  in  the  southwest  quarter  section  27, 
and  east  half  section  28,  township  5  south, 
range  34  east,  Boise  meridian,  Idaho,  which 
lands  have  been  irrigated  by  pumping  opera¬ 
tions  over  a  period  of  years,  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  may  accept  the  conveyance  by 
the  landowners  of  the  pumping  equipment 
for  use  of  the  Fort  Hall  Indian  Irrigation 
project  and  may  operate  such  equipment  as 
a  part  of  said  project  in  order  to  provide 
water  for  the  irrigation  of  such  lands;  the 
acceptance  of  such  conveyance  being  subject 
to  the  owners  of  the  lands  executing  releases 
to  the  United  States  of  any  and  all  claims 
whatsoever  due  to  the  pumping  operations 
carried  on  by  such  landowners. 

“Sec.  8.  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  ij 
authorized,  in  his  discretion,  to  revise 
reform,  upon  such  terms  and  conditions 
he  may  determine  to  be  fair  and  equitabfi 
all  the  circumstances  affectng  the  interests 
of  the  United  States  and  the  contractors,  ex¬ 
isting  contracts  between  the  Unitdfd  States 
and  the  Idaho  Irrigation  District  the  Pro¬ 
gressive  Irrigation  District,  angr  the  Snake 
River  Valley  Irrigation  District  in  Idaho, 
which  contracts  provide  for  gft-tain  payments 
by  the  districts  to  the  Unukfed  States  for  the 
benefit  of  works  of  the  Sort  Hall  Indian  Ir¬ 
rigation  project. 

“Sec.  9.  There  is  authorized  to  be  appro¬ 
priated,  out  of  any -money  in  the  Treasury 
of  the  United  Styles  not  otherwise  appro¬ 
priated,  for  refunds  to  Indians,  or  their 
heirs,  the  sum  off  $1,419.55,  representing  irri¬ 
gation  assess ijfents  of  the  Fort  Hall  Indian 
irrigation  pi^ject  erroneously  made  and  col¬ 
lected,  as  fifllows:  Andrew  F.  Cutler,  $153.80; 
Alice  Sojafell  Johns,  $168.95;  Nettie  Stinson 
LaVattaf  $146.62;  Earl  Edmund  Cutler,  $159.- 
20;  Charles  Faulkner,  $145.25;  Josephine  La- 
Vati^ft  Rumas,  $155.20;  May  Phyllis  LaVatta 
ver,  $29.90;  Leonard  I.  Cutler,  $135.85; 
Diggie  Houtz,  $122.75;  Lucy  Yandell 
Spencer,  $25;  Charles  Gerard  Cutler,  $121.53; 

’  and  Hattie  Sorrell  Siler  Tillotson,  $55.50. 
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“Sec.  10.  There  is  authorized  to  be  appro-  cated  to  the  House  by  Mr.  Nash,  one  o^ 
pnated,  out ‘of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  04,.,.  tiJS-seoret-aw^S  ■  - 
the  United  States  not  otherwise  appropriated,- 


such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  for  the  relo-' 
eating,  rehabilitating,  cleaning,  and  extend¬ 
ing  of  irrigation  systems  serving  the  lands, 
irrigated  from  Ross  Fork,  Bannock,  and  Lin-; 
coin  Creeks,  which  lands  are  outside  of  the' 
Fort  Hall  Indian  irrigation  project,  includ¬ 
ing  the  construction  of  a  storage  reservoir! 
on  Bannock  Creek.  The  costs  of  any  work: 
benefiting. Indian  lands  performed  pursuant!, 
to  this  authorization  shall  be  apportioned: 
on  a  per  acre  basis  and  collected  under  laws; 
applicable  to  Indian .  irrigable  lands  on  the  . 
Fort  Hall  Indian  irrigation  project.  Opera-': 
tion  and  maintenance  charges  against  such' 
lands  shall  likewise  be  subject  to  the  same? 
laws,  rules,  and  regulations  as  apply  to  In¬ 
dian  lands  on  the  Fort  Hall  project.  Any 
unpaid  charges  against  such  lands  shall  be 
subject  to  a  first  lien  as  provided  in  the  act 
of  March  7,  1928  (45  Stat.  200,  210).  No  ex¬ 
penditure  shall  be  made  under  this  authori¬ 
zation  which  will  benefit  lands  in  non-Indian 
ownership  unless  the  owners  thereof  execute 
contracts  providing  for  the  repayment  of 
their  proportionate  per  acre  share  of  the  costs 
of  the  work  assessable  against  their  lands. 

“Sec.  11.  In  order  to  prevent  the  accumu¬ 
lation  of  delinquent  project  assessments  or 
Other  charges  against  the  non-Indian-owned 
larRjs  of  the  Fort  Hall  Indian  irrigation 
ect,  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is  hereby 
authorized  and  directed  to  cause  liquidation 
of  all  delinquent  assessments  or  charges  by 
taking  such  action  as  may  be  jtecessary, 
including  'the  foreclosure  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment’s  lienv,covering  any  such'  delinquent 
charges  or  by  initiating  such  other  procedure 
as  may  be  legfHJly  available,'  which  action 
may  be  taken  bj^him  at  ady  time  when  in 
his  judgment  the  b^st  int^ests  of  the  project 
would  be  served 

“Sec.  12.  All  Act  okAarts  of  Acts  incon 
sistent  herewith  are  ^ifei^by  repealed.” 

And  the  Senate  jlgree  W  the  same. 

ARD  J.  VfcjLCH, 
esley  A.  D ’Ewart, 
ohn  Sanborn,'., 

J.  Hardin  Peterson, 

John  R.  Murdock;-.- 
Maifftgers  on  the  Part  of  the  JJouse. 
Arthur  V.  Watkins,  s 
Henry  C.  Dworshak, 

Joseph  C.  O’Mahoney, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. ■ 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
APPROPRIATION  BILL 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker’s  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  5883)  mak¬ 
ing  appropriations  for  the  Department  of 
Agriculture — exclusive  of  the  Farm 
Credit  Administration — for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1949,  and  for  other 
purposes,  and  concur  in  Senate  amend¬ 
ment  No.  1,  the  only  amendment  in  dis¬ 
agreement.  This  has  the  unanimous 
concurrence  of  the  subcommittee. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  1:  Page  3,  strike  out 
all:  after  line  24  down  to  and  including  line 
6  on  page  4. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  concurred 
in. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 

ATOMIC  ENERGY  eOMMfSmOFr^""“ 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois,  from  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Rules,  reported  the  following 
privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  679,  Rept. 
No.  2361)  which  was  referred  to  the 
Plouse  Calendar  and  ordered  to  be 
printed: 

Resolved,  That  immediately  upon  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  this  resolution  it  shall  be  in  order 
to  move  that  the  House  resolve  itself  into  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State 
of  the  Union  for  the  consideration  of  the 
bill  (H.  R.  6402)  to  provide  for  extension  of 
the  terms  of  office  of  the  present  members  of 
the  Atomic  Energy  Commission.  That  after 
general  debate,  which  shall  be  confined  to 
the  bill  and  continue  not  to  exceed  1  hour,’' 
to  be  equally  divided  and  controlled  by  the 
chairman  and  ranking  minority  member  of 
the  Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy,  the 
bill  shall  be  read  for  amendment  under  the 
5-minute  rule.  At  the  conclusion  of  the 
consideration  of  the  bill  for  amendment. 


statement  the  Committee  shall  rise  and  report  the  bill 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  t0  Hie  House  with  such  amendments  as  may 

save  been  adopted  and  the  previous  question 
shall  be  considered  as  ordered  on  the  bill  and 


the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of 
the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  541C)  to  promote 
the  interests  of  the  Fort  Hall  Indian  Irriga¬ 
tion  project,  Idaho,  and  for  other  purposes, 
submit  the  following  statement  in  explana¬ 
tion  of  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon 
and  recommended  in  the  accompanying  con¬ 
ference  report  as  to  such  amendment, 
namely: 

The  text  of  the  Senate  amendment  was 
designed  to  accomplish  the  same  results  as 
the  provisions  of  the  bill  as  it  passed  the 
House,  hence  the  conferees  adopted  the 
language  of  the  bill  as  it  passed  the  House. 
It  was  agreed  that  the  text  of  the  House  bill 
sets  forth  more  clearly  what  was  intended 
than  what  was  contained  in  the  Senate 
amendment. 

Richard  J.  Welch, 

Wesley  A.  D’Ewart, 

John  Sanborn, 

J.  Hardin  Peterson, 

John  R.  Murdock, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

A  message  in  writing  from  the  Presi¬ 
dent  of  the  United  States  was  communi- 


ameiidments  thereto  to  final1  passage  with¬ 
out  intervening  motion  except  one  motion  to 
recomftut. 

COMMODITY  CREDIT  CORPORATION 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois,  from  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Rules,  reported  the  following 
privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  680,  Rept. 
No.  2362) ,  which  was  referred  to  the 
House  Calendar  and  ordered  to  be 
printed : 

Resolved,  That  irh^nediately  upon  the 
adoption  of  this  resolution  it  shall  be  in 
order  to  move  that  the  House  resolve  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  6263)  to  provide  a  Federal 
charter  for  the  Commodity  Credit  Corpora¬ 
tion,  and  for  other  purposes,  anti  all  points 
of  order  against  said  bill  are  hereby  waived. 
That  after  general  debate,  which ’-shall  be 
confined  to  the  bill  and  continue  noKto  ex¬ 
ceed  1  hour,  to  be  equally  divided  a nch  con¬ 
trolled  by  the  chairman  and  ranking  minor¬ 
ity  member  of  the  Committee  on  Banking 
and  Currency,  the  bill  shall  be  read  for 
amendment  under  the  5-minute  rule.  At  v 
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the  conclusion  of  the  consideration  of  the 
hill  for  amendment,  the  committee  shall  rise 
and  report  the  bill  to  the  House  with  such 
amendments  as  may  have  bsen  adopted  and 
the  previous  question  shall  be  considered 
as  ordered  on  the  bill  and  amendments 
thereto  fife  final  passage  without  intervening 
motion  ej&j^pt  one  motion  t®  recommit. 

ADDITION  All  COMPENSATION  FOR  POSTAL 
EMPLOYEES 

Mr.  ALLEN  6%  Illinois,  from  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Rules^eported  the  following 
privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  631,  Rept. 
No.  2363),  which  Was  referred  to  the 
House  Calendar  an\  ordered  to  be 
printed: 

Resolved,  That  immediately  upon  the 
adoption  of  this  resolution  Yt  shall  be  in 
order  to  move  that  the  House' resolve  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  6916)  to  providePfor  per¬ 
manent  postal  rates  and  additional  cbmpen- 
sation  for  postmasters  and  employees  of  the 
field  service  in  the  Post  Office  Department, 
and  all  points  of  order  against  said  bill  aj;r 
hereby  waived.  That  after  general  debate 
which  shall  be  confined  to  the  bill  and  con¬ 
tinue  not  to  exceed  1  hour,  to  be  equally 
divided  and  controlled  by  the  chairman  and 
ranking  minority  member  of  the  Committee 
on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service,  the  bill  shall 
be  considered  as  having  been  read  for  amend¬ 
ment,  and  no  amendment  shall  be  in  order 
to  said  bill.  At  the  conclusion  of  general 
debate,  the  committee  shall  rise  and  report 
the  bill  to  the  House,  and  the  previous  ques¬ 
tion  shall  be  considered  as  ordered  on  the 
bill  to  final  passage  without  intervening  mo¬ 
tion  except  one  motion  to  recommit. 

INCREASE  IN  COMPENSATION  FOR 
FEDERAL  EMPLOYEES 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois,  from  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Rules,  reported  the  following 
privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  682,  Rept. 
No.  2364),  which  was  referred  to  the 
House  Calendar  and  ordered  to  be 
printed : 

Resolved,  That  immediately  upon  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  this  resolution  it  shall  be  in  order 
to  move  that  the  House  resolve  itself  into 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  6917)  to  provide  a  tem¬ 
porary  increase  in  the  compensation  of  officers 
and  employees  of  the  Federal  Government^ 
and  of  the  District  of  Columbia  municipa 
government,  and  all  points  of  order  agaijftt 
said  bill  are  hereby  waived.  That  affter 
general  debate,  which  shall  be  confused  to 
the  bill  and  continue  not  to  exceed^s  hour, 
to  be  equally  divided  and  controllaft  by  the 
chairman  and  ranking  minority  jahember  of 
the  Committee  on  Post  Office  aiyfCivil  Serv¬ 
ice,  the  bill  shall  be  considered  as  having 
been  read  for  amendment,  jjtffid  no  amend¬ 
ment  shall  be  in  order  to  Jme  said  bill.  At 
the  conclusion  of  general' debate,  the  Com¬ 
mittee  shall  rise  and  report  the  bill  to  the 
House,  and  the  previous  question  shall  be 
considered  as  ordered  on  the  bill  to  final 
passage  without  intervening  motion  except 
one  motion  to  recommit. 


AIR  PARCEL-POST  SERVICE 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois,  from  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Rules,  reported  the  following 
privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  683,  Rept. 
No.  2365),  which  was  referred  to  the 
House  Calendar  and  ordered  to  be 
printed: 

DJ?ef?lved’  That  immediately  upon  the 
adoption  of  this  resolution  it  shall  be  in 
order  to  move  that  the  House  resolve  itself 


into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  H.  R.  6773,  to  provide  for  an  air 
parcel-post  service,  and  for  other  purposes, 
and  all  points  of  order  against  said  bill  are 
hereby  waived.  That  after  general  debate, 
which  shall  be  confined  to  the  bill  and  con¬ 
tinue  not  to  exceed  I  hour,  to  be  equally 
divided  and  controlled  by  the  chairman  and 
ranking  minority  member  of  the  Committee 
on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service,  the  bill 
shall  be  read  for  amendment  under  the  5- 
minute  rule.  At  the  conclusion  of  the 
consideration  of  the  bill  for  amendment,  the 
Committee  shall  rise  and  report  the  bill  to 
the  House  with  such  amendments  as  may 
have  been  adopted  and  the  previous  ques¬ 
tion  shall  be  considered  as  ordered  on  the 
bill  and  amendments  thereto  to  final  passage 
without  intervening  motion  except  one  mo¬ 
tion  to  recommit. 

NATIONAL  FUEL  POLICY 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois,  from  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Rules,  reported  the  following 
privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  585,  Rept. 
No.  2366),  which  was  referred  to  the 
House  Calendar  and  ordered  to  be 
printed : 

Whereas  it  appears  that  current  and  ar 
cipated  shortages  of  petroleum  products 
thXaten  the  present  and  future  economy 
~  security  of  the  people  of  the  ynited 
StateSL  and 

Whereas  such  shortages  must  b jf  consid¬ 
ered  in  tae  light  of  the  availability  of  other 
fuels  and  Energy  resources;  ana 

Whereas,  ns  order  to  deal  effectively  with 
the  problem  ot  making  petrojfcum  and  other 
fuels  available  quantities^idequate  for  an 
expanding  economy  and  JCr  the  security  of 
the  United  StatesX  is  Necessary  to  formu¬ 
late  sound  national  'policies :  Therefore  be  it 

Resolved,  That  it  sjiSdl  be  the  duty  of  the 
Committee  on  Intajreta%^  and  Foreign  Com¬ 
merce  to  formulate  andVecommend  a  na¬ 
tional  fuel  policVadequate\o  meet  the  needs 
of  the  United Jetates  in  timfes  of  peace  and 
war,  including  recommendations  for  a  na¬ 
tional  petrafeum  policy  and  the  integration 
of  such  paiiey  with  policies  relating  to  other 
fuels  aoB  energy  resources  except  atomic 
energjur and  for  such  purposes  the  commit¬ 
tee  slrall  study  the  current  and  future  fuel 
sundry  and  demand  of  the  United  State&^md 
shell  study  methods  of  encouraging  neeagd 
developments  to  assure  the  availability 
Vfuels  adequate  for  an  expanding  economy  and 
the  security  of  the  United  States. 

Sec.  2.  The  committee  shall  make  a  re¬ 
port  not  later  than  the  close  of  the  present 
Congress.  Such  report  may  be  made  to  the 
Clerk  of  the  House  if  the  House  is  not  in 
session. 

Sec.  3.  For  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the 
provisions  of  this  resolution,  the  committee, 
or  any  subcommittee  thereof — 

(1)  Is  authorized  to  sit  and  act  during 
the  present  Congress  at  such  times  and 
places  within  or  outside  the  United  States, 
whether  or  not  the  House  is  in  session,  has 
adjourned,  or  has  recessed,  to  hold  such  hear¬ 
ings,  to  require  by  subpena  or  otherwise  the 
attendance  of  such  witnesses  and  the  pro¬ 
duction  of  such  books,  correspondence,  mem¬ 
oranda,  papers,  and  documents.,  and  to  take 
such  testimony,  as  it  deems  necessary:  and 
subpenas  shall  be  issued  over  the  signature 
of  the  chairman  of  the  committee  or  by  any 
member  designated  by  him,  and  may  be 
served  by  any  person  designated  by  such 
chairman  or  member; 

(2)  May  utilize  the  services,  information, 
facilities,  and  personnel  of  the  various  de¬ 
partments  and  agencies  of  the  Government 
to  the  extent  that  such  services,  information, 
facilities,  and  personnel,  in  the  opinion  of 
such  departments  and  agencies,  can  be  fur¬ 


nished  without  undue  interference  with  th 
performance  of  the  work  and  duties  of  such 
departments  and  agencies; 

(3)  May  seek  information  from  /such 
sources  and  conduct  its  studies  and  investiga¬ 
tions  in  such  manner  as  it  deems  .Advisable 
in  the  interest  of  a  full  and  correcjmscertain- 
ment  of  the  facts. 

JOSEPH  P.  KAt 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinoisyfrom  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Rules,  reported  the  following 
privileged  resolution  /H.  Res.  495,  Rept. 
No.  2387),  which  yras  referred  to  the 
House  Calendar  and  ordered  to  be 
printed: 

Resolved,  Thp/t  the  citation  heretofore 
voted  by  the  jfpe cial  Committee  To  Inves¬ 
tigate  Campaign  Expenditures,  1944,  Seventy- 
eighth  Conafess,  second  session,  for  contempt 
against  Joseph  P.  Kamp,  vice  chairman  of  the 
Constitutional  Educational  League,  Inc.,  be, 
and  tbfc  same  hereby  is,  rescinded  for  the 
f  ollcnmig ,  reasons : 

ri3aid  citation  was  not.  the  legal  act  of 
tb£  said  committee  for  the  reason  that  infor- 
lation  necessary  to  said  committee  and  to 
reach  member  thereof  for  their  consideration 
was  withheld  from  them. 

Certain  of  said  withheld  and  necessary  in¬ 
formation  was  improperly  deleted  from  the 
official  printed  record  of  the  hearings  without 
the  knowledge  of  any  member  of  said  com¬ 
mittee  and,  therefore,  was  not  available  to 
the  members  of  said  committee  at  the  time 
they  considered  the  matter  and  took  action 
resuling  in  voting  a  citation  for  contempt. 

Certain  of  other  withheld  and  necessary 
information  was  denied  to  some  members  of 
said  committee  who  were  refused  answers  to 
specific  questions  about  information  avail¬ 
able  to  other  members  of  the  committee. 
Some  of  this  same  withheld  and  necessary 
information  was  deliberately  kept  from  the 
knowledge  and  consideration  of  a  majority 
of  the  members  of  the  said  committee. 

2.  Said  citation  was  not  the  legal  act  of 
the  said  committee  for  the  reason  that  ex¬ 
hibits  in  evidence  before  the  committee  and 
necessary  to  said  committee  and  to  each 
member  thereof  for  their  consideration  was 
withheld  from  them. 

The  said  withheld  necessary  exhibits  were 
illegally  removed  from  the  committee’s  files 
prior  to  the  consideration  of  the  matter  by 
the  committee  and  were  not  available  to  the 
members  of  the  committee  at  the  time  they 
took  final  action  resulting  in  voting  a  cita¬ 
tion  for  contempt. 

3.  The  said  citation  resulted  in  the  indict- 
ent  of  the  said  Joseph  P.  Kamp,  who  was 

trie^.  for  criminal  contempt  of  the  Congress 
in  th«  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for 
the  District  of  Columbia  in  December  1946. 

On  befealf  of  the  defense,  the  court  issued  a 
subpena  rifer  one  of  the  said  withheld  exhibits. 
Because  trib  said  withheld  exhibit  was  not 
available  in  fihe  files  of  the  Clerk  of  the  House 
of  Representatives,  where  it  legally  belonged, 
having  been  removed  without  the  knowledge 
of  the  committeeSor  by  the  authority  of  the 
House,  the  defendant,  the  said  Joseph  P. 
Kamp,  was  preventeck/rom  presenting  a  full 
defense  and  therefore  taas  denied  a  fair  trial. 

4.  The  said  Joseph  P.  Kamp  is  again  to  be 

tried  under  the  said  indictment  which  re¬ 
sulted  from  the  said  illega\act  of  the  said 
committee.  The  said  withheld  exhibit,  to¬ 
gether  with  the  other  committee  exhibits, 
were  delivered  to  a  representmuve  of  the 
American  branch  of  an  international  propa¬ 
ganda  movement,  and  the  former  Xairman 
of  the  said  committee  has  unsuccessfully  at¬ 
tempted  to  have  the  said  withheld  exhibits 
returned  to  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives  and  has  written  to  the  said  Joseph 
P.  Kamp,  *  *  *  "We  have  made  anothA 

effort  to  secure  the  memorandum  you  desire.’' 
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in  the  tax  rate  so  long  as  an  ample  balance  Is 
maintained  in  the  unemployment  fund. 

The  rate  of  tax  ranges  from  one-half  of 
1  percent  when  the  balance  is  $450,000,000  or 
more,  to  3  percent  if  the  balance  is  less  than 

$250, ooo, boo. 

Then  all,  the  Congressmen  present,  on 
both  sides  of  the  aisle,  burst  into  applause 
as  Crosser,  veteran  Ohio  Democrat,  was  rec¬ 
ognized  by  the  Speaker. 

They  all  knew  that  “Bob”  led  the  long  bat-  f ' 
ties  which  won  the  Railroad  Retirement  and  j 
Unemployment  Insurance  Acts  more  than  aj 
decade  ago,  improved  tliem  in  1946,  and  now ; 
were  bringing  further  gains  for  the  railroad  J 
workers. 

GIVES  CREDIT  TO'.  ALL 

Modestly  refraining  from  referring  to  all 
this,  and  generously  forgiving  tee  opposition 
he  had  met,  Crosser  gave  full  credit  to  the 
railroad  unions  and  their  many ''friends  in 
Congress,  to  the  railroads  for  their  agree¬ 
ment  to  the  pension  boosts,  and  to  this  House ' 
for  the  warm  welcome  it  was  giving  the ! 
present  bill. 

After  “Bob”  finished  other  Members  vied 
with  each  other  in  commending  the  measure  ; 
and  urging  its  passage.  Then  came  the- 
unanimous  vote. 

Only  final  action  by  the  Senate  remains, 
and  then  railroad  pension  and  annuity  in¬ 
creases  will  be  a  reality.  Retired  railroad 
workers  will  have  more  money  to  meet  the 
increased  cost  of  living. 


A  Toast  to  the  Flag 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

op  ^  ,  J 

HON.  JAMES  T.  PATTERSON/ 

OP  CONNECTICUT  / 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday,  June  14,  1948  / 

Mr.  PATTERSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  feel 
it  most  appropriate  to  insert  inf  the  Con¬ 
gressional  Record  on  Flag  pky  the  in- 
spirihg  recitation  on  our  revered  nation¬ 
al  emblem  composed  by  Jo/m  Jay  Daly. 

This  should  inspire  eac^  of  us  to  re¬ 
member  more  vividly  the  ideals  embodied 
in  our  flag  which  is  a  symbol  of  liberty, 
not  only  to  us,  but  to  afi  freedom-loving 
peoples  of  the  world.  / 

A  TOAST  TO HE  FLAG 

I  ay  Daly) 
i  of  it — 
read  of  it, 
of  it 
1  of  it 
head, 
for  it, 
lead  for  it, 
hied  for  it, 

L! 

Herd’s  to  the  white  of  it — 
filled  by  the  sight  of  it, 
io  knows  the  right  of  it 
J3ut  feels  the  might  of  it 
/  Through  day  and  night? 
Womanhood’s  care  for  it 
Made  manhood  dare  for  it; 

Purity’s  pray’r  for  it 
Keeps  it  so  white! 

Here’s  to  the  blue  of  it — 

Beauteous  view  of  it. 

Heavenly  hue  of  it. 

Star-spangled  dew  of  it 
Constant  and  true; 

Diadems  gleam  for  it, 

States  stand  supreme  for  it, 

Liberty’s  beam  for  it 
Brightens  the  blue! 


Here’s  to  the  whole  of  It — 
Stars,  stripes,  and  pole  of 
Body  and  soul  of  it, 

O,  and  the  roll  of  it, 

Sun  shining  through; 
Hearts  in  accord  for  it 
Swear  by  the  sword  for 
Thanking  the  Lord  for/ 
Red,  white,  and  bl 

-  — _ _ L 
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Rural  Electrification 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

OP 

HON.  GEORGE  MacKINNON 

OP  MINNESOTA 


Total _  1,875,428,288 

Out  of  the  $1,875,000,000  total  appro¬ 
priations  through  1949,  the  sum  of 
$1,068,436,162  had  been  loaned  as  of  June 
30,  1947,  to  local  power  associations  for 
distribution  lines,  generation,  transmis¬ 
sion  and  consumer  facilities.  These 
loans  have  provided  service  for  $1,843,351 
consumers.  According  to  latest  reports 
$94,747,414  of  the  principal  has  been  re¬ 
paid.  All  except  a  tiny  portion  of  the 
loans  are  up  to  date.  The  REA  repay¬ 
ment  record  Is  excellent. 


Minnesota  farmers  have  been  alert  to 
the  advantages  of  the  REA  program. 
Here  are  comparative  statistics  for  the 
leading  States; 


State 

Money 
loaned 
by  REA 

Operat¬ 
ing  rev¬ 
enue 

Miles 

of 

power 

lines 

Num¬ 
ber  of 
con¬ 
sumers 

Rural 

elec¬ 

tric 

sys¬ 

tems 

Texas _ 

$89,518,074 

$7,  219,  496 

56,  694 

154,  640 

74 

Minnesota.. 

63,317,  301 

7,  258,  681 

38,524 

91,516 

50 

Iowa . 

58,  482,  698 

6,  863,  769 

36,  026 

90, 074 

54 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday,  June  15,  1948 

Mr.  MacKINNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
rural  electrification  program  of  the  REA 
is  doing  more  to  raise  the  standard  of 
living  of  the  American  farmer,  his  wife 
and  family  than  any  other  program  of 
the  Federal  Government.  Because  of  the 
widespread  interest  and  participation  in 
this  program,  a  summary  of  REA’s  de¬ 
velopment  and  history  is  set  forth  with 
special  reference  to  Minnesota. 

It  was  in  1935  that  Congress  first  es¬ 
tablished  the  REA  to  bring  electricity  to 
the  American  farm  family.  An  initial 
appropriation  of  $13,928,288  was  pro¬ 
vided  and  the  agency  was  authorized  to 
lend  to  locally  organized  farm  groups  to 
assist  rural  electrification  projects.  Ex¬ 
cept  for  the  war  years  when  materials 
were  scarce  the  sums  voted  by  Congress 
for  this  purpose  have  steadily  increased, 

PRESENT  CONGRESS  BEST  REA  SUPPORTER 

The  present  Congress  is  the  staunchest 
supporter  of  REA  of  any  Congress  in  his¬ 
tory  as  is  attested  by  the  fact  that  it  has 
voted  more  money  for  REA  than  any 
previous  Congress,  in  fact,  more  than  the 
previous  four  Congresses.  In  2  years  the 
present  Congress  has  voted  $800,000,000 
which  is  42  percent  of  all  funds  voted  in 
the  15  years  of  REA’s  history.  Here  are 
the  figures  since  the  beginning: 

REA  funds  voted  by  Congress 
Fiscal  year: 

1935-36 _  $13,  928,  288 

1937  _  46,  500,  000 

1938  _  30,  000,  000 

1939  _  140,  000,  000 

1940  _  40,  000,  000 

1941  _  100,  000,  000 

1942  _  100,  000,  000 

1943  _  10,  000,  000 

1944  _  20,  000,  000 

1945  _  25,  000,  000 

1946  _  300, 000, 000 

1947  _  250, 000, 000 

1948  _  400,  000,  000 

1949  _ * _ 400,000,000 


Of  all  the  States  in  the  Union  only 
Texas  leads  Minnesota  in  the  number  of 
rural  consumers.  Only  Texas  has  re¬ 
ceived  more  money  from  REA  than 
Minnesota.  Only  Texas  leads  Minnesota 
in  total  miles  of  rural  electric  power 
lines.  When  you  consider  that  Minneso¬ 
ta  has  a  population  of  2,792,300  and  an 
area  of  84,286  square  miles  and  Texas 
has  a  population  of  6,414,824  and  an 
area  of  265,896  square  miles — more  than 
twice  as  many  people  and  over  three 
times  the  area — the  comparison  is  not 
unfavorable  to  Minnesota.  In  fact  only 
55.8  percent  of  Texas  farms  are  electri¬ 
fied  while  62.4  percent  of  Minnesota 
farms  are  electrified  and  Minnesota  leads 
all  States  in  the  Nation — even  Texas — 
in  revenue  from  REA  operations.  REA 
has  done  pretty  well  by  Minnesota. 

REA  IN  THIRD  MINNESOTA  DISTRICT 

In  the  Third  Congressional  District 
there  are  three  REA-financed  coopera¬ 
tives  operating  power-distribution  lines. 
They  are  (1)  Anoka  County  Cooperative 
Light  and  Power  Association,  Anoka;  (2) 
Wright -Hennepin  Cooperative  Electric 
Association,  Maple  Lake,  and  (3)  P.  I.  C. 
K.  Cooperative  Electric  Association,  Bra- 
ham.  Interesting  data  on  the  these  as¬ 
sociations  follow’s: 


Amount  of 
REA  loans 
to  Feb. 

1, 1947 

Miles  of 
lines  (es¬ 
timated) 

Farmers 
served, 
Dec.  1, 

1946 

Anoka _ 

$1, 219, 000 
1, 173, 000 
2,  636, 000 

1,001 

1,132 

1,787 

2,534 

2,608 

2,333 

Wright-Hennepin . . 
P.  I.  C.  K. 

Total . 

5,  028, 000 

3,920 

7,  475 

The  foregoing  data  was  recently  fur¬ 
nished  by  the  REA  Administrator  who 

also  stated: 

Each  of  these  cooperatives  has  approved 
REA  loans  available  to  extend  service  to  un¬ 
served  rural  consumers  in  the  Third  Con¬ 
gressional  District.  These  lines  will  be  built 
as  rapidly  as  materials  can  be  obtained. 

NEW  REA  PROJECT 

The  most  recent  REA  loan  in  the  Third 
Congressional  District  was  authorized  on 
March  30,  1948,  to  the  Anoka  County  Co¬ 
operative  Light  &  Power  Association  of 
Anoka.  The  authorized  loan  was  $2,- 
340,000  to  finance  410  miles  of  power 
lines  to  furnish  electricity  to  1,021  rural 
customers.  With  the  loan  it  is  proposed 
to  erect  power  lines  and  build  the  first 
unit  of  a  steam  generating  plant.  Latest 
information  from  the  Anoka  County  Co¬ 
operative  reports  3,400  consumers. 

Continuing  the  sound  development  of 
REA  will  do  much  to  improve  farm 
living. 
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June  15 


H.  R.  5053 


SPEECH 

\  OF 

HONi  FRANCIS  E.  WALTER 

•  OF  PENNSYLVANIA 

IN  THE  HOdi^E  OP  REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday  June  14,  1948 

Mr.  WALTER.  \Mr.  Speaker,  no  spot 
of  ground  in  the  Uh,jted  States  is  dearer 
to  the  hearts  of  freedom-loving  Amer¬ 
icans  than  the  portio^  of  Philadelphia 
known  as  the  Old  CitV  The  famous 
author,  Weir  Mitchell,  ohce  called  this 
part  the  “Red  City,”  because  of  its  rows 
and  rows  of  brick  dwellings  \nd  its  fa¬ 
mous  old  brick  public  buildingk  I  need 
not  repeat  that  it  was  here  in  IriMepend- 
ence  Hall,  or  the  State  House  asNi  was 
then  called,  that  Robert  Henry  Lag,  of 
Virginia,  moved  that  “these  colonies' 
and  of  right  ought  to  be  free  and  inc 
pendent  States.”  In  a  house  nearbj 
Thomas  Jefferson  wrote  the  Declaration 
of  Independence  that  was  signed  in  that 
hallowed  building.  The  bell  in  its  tower 
pealed  out  the  first  clarion  call  for  demo¬ 
cratic  freedom  in  the  modern  world.  We 
all  know  its  inscription  proclaims  free¬ 
dom  throughout  the  land  and  to  all  the 
inhabitants  thereof.  The  sound  of  that 
bell  was  stilled  in  tolling  for  the  death 
of  John  Marshall,  the  greatest  Supreme 
Court  justice. 

Here  too  it  was  that  General  Wash¬ 
ington  brought  together  leaders  of  the 
young  country  in  order  to  form  a  more 
perfect  union.  It  was  here  that  James 
Madison  kept  his  journal  of  the  proceed¬ 
ings  which  are  our  record  today  of  how 
our  Constitution  was  created.  It  was 
here  that  Benjamin  Franklin  said  “We 
shall  hang  together  or  we  shall  hang 
separately.”  These  injunctions,  these 
words  of  yesterday  are  still  guide  posts 
by  which  the  civilized  world  conducts  its 
public  affairs. 

Philadelphia  was  not  like  New  York 
City,  geographically,  it  could  spread  out 
as  it  grew  in  all  directions.  The  “Old 
Red  City”  was  left  behind.  In  one  re¬ 
spect  this  was  fortunate  because  it  saved, 
our  precious  buildings ;  the  buildings 
gave  shelter  to  those  who  made  our  h< 
tage.  At  the  same  time  these  fineA)ld 
structures  were  surrounded  by  dwe 
and  businesshouses  that  had  opt-lived 
their  usefulness.  After  the  A ity  ex¬ 
panded  outward  on  all  sides,  the  old  city 
settled  down  to  very  genteeT  decay.  In 
the  years  that  followed  the/ity  of  Phila¬ 
delphia  and  citizens  of  Philadelphia  pre¬ 
served  the  national  shrines.  But  these 
buildings  belong  to  the  people  of  the 
United  States  and  e)fen  to  the  free  peo¬ 
ples  of  the  world./  Philadelphians  and 
Pennsylvanians  should  not  be  asked  to 
handle  the  wholes  burden  of  preserving  as 
a  national  sh^rine  these  places  that  are 
visited  each/^ear  by  hundreds  of  thou¬ 
sands  of  visitors  from  other  States. 

The  tijaie  has  come  to  make  this  a 
nation^  historic  park.  The  time  has 
come  to  take  the  old  city  and  as  Baron 
Hauptmann  did  in  Paris,  we  must  tear 
awy  the  nondescript  and  dilapidated 
structures  that  hem  in  our  shrines.  We 
must  restore  to  the  surroundings  of  our 


public  buildings  some  of  the  atmosphere 
that  William  Penn  called  the  “Greene 
Countrie  Towne.” 

We  have  provided  for  this  in  this  meas¬ 
ure.  It  has  been  a  privilege  for  me  to 
be  associated  with  Judge  Edwin  O.  Lewis, 
of  the  Historic  Committee  and  with  Mr. 
Hardie  Scott,  coauthor  with  me  of  this 
bill. 


Americans  Demand  Low  Rent,  Public 
Housing — Action! 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  THOMAS  J.  LANE 

OF  MASSACHUSETTS 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday,  June  15,  1948 

Mr.  LANE.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  housing 
shortage — and  the  high  cost  of  living — 
,  are  the  two  outstanding  issues  on  which 
\fhe  public  looks  to  this  Congress  for  the 
;ht  answers. 

in  November  2,  1948,  they  will  retii 
froffa  the  public  service,  those  members 
of  tn$s  House  who  have  obstructed  or 
evaded- the  job  of  finding  solutions  to 
these  pressing  problems. 

And  rightly  so. 

HearingsSpn  housing  have>Deen  going 
on  for  so  Iflcg  that  they/have  every 
appearance  orbeing  filibuster  in  disguise. 
But  the  people  are  not  deceived  by  par¬ 
liamentary  maneuver.  They  want 
laws,  in  operation  ’tofiich  will  stimulate 
building.  They  w^m^to  see  more  ade¬ 
quate  housing  for'  ouk  farmers.  They 
want  to  see  the  /at-holdtslums  of  Amer¬ 
ica  torn  downy  -  For  the  millions  of  fam¬ 
ilies  who  ar/ doubled  up  \ecause  they 
cannot  buy,  build,  or  even  lent  decent 
accommodation,  they  insist  %yi  public 
housing/" 

This/being  election  year  it  is  Jtossible 
that  ./those  who  secretly  oppose  Abese 
remedies  because  they  run  counter  to^he 
,es  of  privileged  interests  will  perr 
5me  mumbo-jumbo  of  a  bill  with  thl 
word  housing  attached  to  it  to  pass. 

They  think  that  a  word  will  substitute 
for  reality.  They  hope,  in  this  manner, 
to  give  profiteering  service  to  the  real- 
estate  lobby — while  they  fool  the  public 
with  lip  service. 

Such  tactics  seriously  underestimate 
the  gravity  of  the  problem. 

The  people  know  that  any  alleged 
housing  bill  that  is  stripped  of  its  public 
housing  minority  provisions  will  not  put 
a  roof  over  the  heads  of  those  who  are 
most  in  need  of  adequate  shelter. 

The  people  are  getting  fed  up  with 
those  who  are  forever  shouting  about 
the  dangers  on  the  international  scene, 
as  if  to  distract  the  public’s  attention 
away  from  dangers  which  also  exist  on 
the  home  front. 

The  deplorable  housing  situation  Is 
one  of  these  dangers. 

It  is  not  enough  .to  hope  that  the  short¬ 
age  will  be  taken  care  of,  somehow. 
Blind  faith  that  the  old,  established  pro¬ 
cedures  will  see  us  through  this  muddle 
will  not  bring  these  good  works  into 
being. 


We  have  had  too  much  bungling  drift 
on  this  problem,  when  we  should  have 
had  positive  and  realistic  action. 

Even  though  this  is  the  last  regularly 
scheduled  week  of  the  Eightieth  Con¬ 
gress,  it  is  not  too  late  to  make  up  for 
past  delays  and  put  through  a  bold  and 
courageous  program  which  will  bring 
some  measure  of  relief  to  the  people.  In 
doing  so  we  shall  prove  that  this  repre¬ 
sentative  body  can  cope  with  the  prob¬ 
lems  of  our  times,  and  is  not  paralyzed 
by  disunity  and  red  tape. 

This  is  June  1948.  The  Eighty-first 
Congress  will  not  meet  until  January 
1949. 

This  is  too  long  a  period  for  the  people 
to  be  without  representation.  By  that 
time,  maqy  will  have  suffered  the  addi¬ 
tional  distress  of  another  winter  without 
decent, shelter. 

Public  housing,  as  a  part  of  the  general 
housing  problem,  is  definitely  our  re¬ 
sponsibility,  and  should  be  authorized 
this  week.  If  certain  elements  block  its 
passage,  the  next  6  months  during  which 
a  start  might  have  been  made  will  be 
lost.  If  the  door  is  closed  on  the  public’s 
demand  that  we  meet  this  housing  crisis 
those  responsible  for  it  will  deservedly 
pay  the  piper. 

The  TEW  housing  bill  passed  by  the 
Senate  calls  for  the  construction  of  15,- 
000,000  homes  in  10  years,  including 
500,000  low-cost  units  financed  by  the 
Government. 

More  than  90  percent  of  the  program 
will  be  in  the  hands  of  private  builders, 
thanks  to  a  shot-in-the-arm  from  the 
United  States  Treasury  by  way  of  the 
taxpayers. 

And  yet  these  private  builders  clamor 
against  the  less  than  10  percent  quota 
for  public  housing,  weeping  crocodile 
tears  for  the  renters  of  such  units  be¬ 
cause  “they  can  never  hope  to  own  a 
home  of  their  own.” 

This  in  the  face  of  private  industry’s 
failure  to  provide  them  with  adequate 
housing  at  rentals — not  purchases — 
which  they  can  afford  to  pay. 

The  truth  is  that  public  housing  is  in¬ 
tended  to  take  care  of  elemental  needs 
tonly.  Renters  of  such  units  will  rush  to 
ly  homes  of  their  own  if  the  construc¬ 
tion  industry  ever  wakes  up,  modernizes 
its  procedures,  and  offers  homes  at  prices 
that\re  reasonably  within  reach  of  in¬ 
comes^ 

Meanwhile  we  cannot  stand  by  and 
allow  tho^&in  the  lower-income  group  to 
suffer  became  of  the  shortcomings  of 
private  builders. 

Private  hou.'blng  being  built  today  does 
not  meet  the  problem.  It  provides  ac¬ 
commodations  only  for  those  families  in 
the  upper  income  brackets.  During  the 
4  years  in  which  the^United  States  Sen¬ 
ate  has  held  hearings  cHa  the  housing  sit¬ 
uation,  private  enterprisbhas  not  offered 
any  workable  plan  to  provide  minimum 
adequate  housing  for  famil'tes  of  low  in¬ 
come  living  in  substandard  ngpilities. 

Some  opponents  of  the  S&nate  bill 
maintain  that  no  Government  a^l  is  re¬ 
quired  for  the  proper  housing  of  low- 
income  families  and  that  private  enter¬ 
prise  can  supply  the  entire  housing  nesds 
of  the  country.  The  number  of  doubleS- 
up  families  and  the  persistence  of  slums 
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_  AN  ACT 

Making  appropriations  for  the  Department  of  Agriculture  (exclusive  of  the  Farm 
Credit  Administration)  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1949,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the 
United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled ,  That  the  following 
sums  are  appropriated,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  other¬ 
wise  appropriated,  for  the  Department  of  Agriculture  (exclusive  of  the 
Farm  Credit  Administration)  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 1949, 
hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  current  fiscal  year,  namely : 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
OFFICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  personal  services  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
hereafter  in  this  Act  referred  to  as  the  Secretary,  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  and  elsewhere,  and  other  necessary  expenses,  including  the 
purchase  of  one  passenger  motor  vehicle  for  replacement  only ;  travel 
expenses,  including  examination  of  estimates  for  appropriations  in 
the  field;  stationery,  supplies,  materials,  and  equipment;  freight, 
express,  and  drayage  charges;  advertising,  communication  service, 
postage,  washing  towels,  repairs  and  alterations,  and  other  miscel¬ 
laneous  supplies  and  expenses  not  otherwise  provided  for  and  neces¬ 
sary  for  the  practical  and  efficient  work  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture,  hereafter  in  this  Act  referred  to  as  the  Department, 
$2,033,000,  together  with  such  amounts  from  other  appropriations  or 
authorizations  as  are  provided  in  the  schedules  in  the  Budget  for  the 
current  fiscal  year  for  such  services  and  expenses,  which  several 
amounts  or  portions  thereof  as  may  be  determined  by  the  Secretary 
not  exceeding  a  total  of  $87,560,  shall  be  transferred  to  and  made  a 
part  of  this  appropriation:  Provided ,  however ,  That  if  the  total 
amounts  of  such  appropriations  or  authorizations  for  the  current 
fiscal  year  shall  at  any  time  exceed  or  fall  below  the  amounts  estimated, 
respectively,  therefor  in  the  Budget  for  such  year,  the  amounts  trans¬ 
ferred  or  to  be  transferred  therefrom  to  this  appropriation  shall  be 
increased  or  decreased  in  such  amounts  as  the  Director  of  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget,  after  a  hearing  thereon  with  representatives  of  the 
Department  shall  determine  are  appropriate  to  the  requirements  as 
changed  by  such  reductions  or  increases  in  such  appropriations  or 
authorizations:  Provided  further ,  That,  of  appropriations  herein 
made  which  are  available  for  the  purchase  of  lands,  not  to  exceed  $1 
may  be  expended  for  each  option  to  purchase  any  particular  tract  or 
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tracts  of  land :  Provided  further ,  That  no  part  of  the  funds  appro¬ 
priated  by  this  Act  shall  be  used  for  the  payment  of  any  officer  or 
employee  of  the  Department  who,  as  such  officer  or  employee,  or  on 
behalf  of  the  Department  or  any  division,  commission,  or  bureau 
thereof,  issues,  or  causes  to  be  issued,  any  prediction,  oral  or  written, 
or  forecast,  except  as  to  damage  threatened  or  caused  by  insects  and 
pests,  with  respect  to  future  prices  of  cotton  or  the  trend  of  same: 
Provided  further ,  That,  except  to  provide  materials  required  in  or 
incident  to  research  or  experimental  work  where  no  suitable  domestic 
product  is  available,  no  part  of  the  funds  appropriated  by  this  Act 
shall  be  expended  in  the  purchase  of  twine  manufactured  from  com¬ 
modities  or  materials  produced  outside  of  the  United  States. 

RESEARCH  AND  MARKETING  ACT  OF  1946 

To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  of  August  14,  1946.  as  amended  (Public  Law  733,  79th  Congress; 
Public  Law  297,  80th  Congress),  including  in  addition  to  the  objects 
for  which  funds  are  available  for  such  Act  of  August  14,  1946,  and 
under  title  I  of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Act,  as  amended,  personal  services 
in  the  District  of  Columbia;  printing  and  binding;  over-all  adminis¬ 
tration,  planning,  and  coordination  of  research  under  section  10  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  section  10  (c)  ;  and  necessary  expenses  for 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  title  III  of  the  Act,  as  follows : 

For  payments  to  States,  Territories,  and  Puerto  Rico  for  agricul¬ 
tural  experiment  stations  pursuant  to  section  9  of  the  Bankhead- Jones 
Act  approved  June  29, 1935,  as  amended  by  the  Act  of  August  14, 1946, 
$3,250,000,  of  which  such  amount  as  shall  be  allottable  to  Alaska  shall 
be  transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  the  appropriation  “Research  on 
agricultural  problems  of  Alaska”,  without  matching  requirement ; 

"For  research  on  utilization  and  associated  problems  pursuant  to 
section  10  (a)  of  said  Act,  $3.900,000 ; 

For  cooperative  research  other  than  research  on  utilization  of  agri¬ 
cultural  commodities  and  the  products  thereof,  pursuant  to  section 

10  (b)  of  said  Act,  $1,950,000 ; 

For  the  improvement  and  development,  independently  or  through 
cooperation  among  Federal  and  State  agencies,  and  others,  of  a  sound 
and  efficient  system  for  the  distribution  and  marketing  of  agricultural 
products  pursuant  to  the  “Agricultural  Marketing  Act  of  1946”  (title 

11  of  the  Act  of  August  14,  1946).  $4,750,000; 

In  all,  $13,850,000:  Provided ,  That  for  necessary  printing  and 
binding  there  may  be  transferred  to,  and  made  a  part  of,  the  item 
“Printing  and  binding,  Department  of  Agriculture,”  such  sums  as 
are  necessary :  Provided  further ,  That  the  Secretary  may  make  avail¬ 
able  to  any  bureau,  office,  or  agency  of  the  Department  such  amounts 
from  this  appropriation  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the  functions 
for  which  it  is  made  (but  amounts  made  available  to  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  Office  of  the  Solicitor,  and  Office  of  Information  shall  not 
exceed  those  which  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  after 
a  hearing  thereon  with  representatives  of  the  Department,  shall  deter¬ 
mine),  and  any  such  amounts  shall  be  in  addition  to  amounts  trans¬ 
ferred  or  otherwise  made  available  to  other  appropriation  items  of 
the  Department :  Provided  further ,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation 
shall  be  available  for  work  relating  to  fish  or  shellfish  or  any  product 
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thereof,  except  for  the  support  of  equitable  transportation  rates  before 
Federal  agencies  concerned  with  such  rates  and  for  development  of 
foreign  markets. 


OFFICE  OF  THE  SOLICITOR 

For  necessary  expenses,  including  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia  and  payment  of  fees  or  dues  for  the  use  of  law  libraries 
by  attorneys  in  the  field  service,  $2,074,500,  together  with  such  amounts 
from  other  appropriations  or  authorizations  as  are  provided  in  the 
schedules  in  the  Budget  for  the  current  fiscal  year  for  such  expenses, 
which  several  amounts  or  portions  thereof,  as  may  be  determined  by 
the  Secretary,  not  exceeding  a  total  of  $148,000  shall  be  transferred 
to  and  made  a  part  of  this  appropriation ;  and  there  may  be  expended 
for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  not  to  exceed 
$1,416,533 :  Provided ,  however ,  That  if  the  total  amounts  of  such 
appropriations  or  authorizations  for  the  current  fiscal  year  shall  at 
any  time  exceed  or  fall  below  the  amounts  estimated,  respectively, 
therefor  in  the  Budget  for  such  year,  the  amounts  transferred  or  to 
be  transferred  therefrom  to  this  appropriation  and  the  amount  which 
may  be  expended  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
shall  be  increased  or  decreased  in  such  amounts  as  the  Director  of  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget,  after  a  hearing  thereon  with  representatives 
of  the  Department,  shall  determine  are  appropriate  to  the  requirements 
as  changed  by  such  reductions  or  increases  in  such  appropriations 
or  authorizations. 


OFFICE  OF  INFORMATION 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  necessary  expenses  in  connection  with  the  publication,  index¬ 
ing,  illustration,  and  distribution  of  bulletins,  documents,  and 
reports,  the  preparation,  distribution,  and  display  of  agricultural 
motion  and  sound  pictures,  and  exhibits,  and  the  coordination  of 
informational  work  in  the  Department,  $580,000,  together  with  such 
amounts  from  other  appropriations  or  authorizations  as  are  provided 
in  the  schedules  in  the  Budget  for  the  current  fiscal  year  for  such 
expenses,  which  several  amounts  or  portions  thereof,  as  may  be 
determined  by  the  Secretary,  not  exceeding  a  total  of  $13,975  shall 
be  transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  this  appropriation,  of  which 
total  appropriation  amounts  not  exceeding  those  specified  may  be 
used  for  the  purposes  enumerated  as  follows:  For  personal  services 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  $538,000;  for  preparation  and  display 
of  exhibits,  $105,925 ;  and  the  preparation,  distribution,  and  display 
of  motion  and  sound  pictures,  $55,600:  Provided ,  however ,  That  if 
the  total  amounts  of  the  appropriations  or  authorizations  for  the 
current  fiscal  year  from  which  transfers  to  this  appropriation  are 
herein  authorized  shall  at  any  time  exceed  or  fall  below  the  amounts 
estimated,  respectively,  therefor  in  the  Budget  for  such  yeai,  the 
amounts  transferred  or  to  be  transferred  therefrom  to  this  appro¬ 
priation  and  the  amount  which  may  be  expended  foi  peisonal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  shall  be  increased  or  decreased 
in  such  amounts  as  the  Director  of  the  Buieau  ot  the  Budget,  after 
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a  hearing  thereon  with  representatives  of  the  Department,  shall 
determine  are  appropriate  to  the  requirements  as  changed  by  such 
reductions  or  increases  in  such  appropriations  or  authorizations: 
Provided  further ,  That  when  and  to  the  extent  that  in  the  judgment 
of  the  Secretary  agricultural  exhibits  and  motion  and  sound  pictures 
relating  to  the  authorized  programs  of  the  various  agencies  of  the 
Department  can  be  more  advantageously  prepared,  displayed,  or 
distributed  by  the  Office  of  Information,  as  the  central  agency  of 
the  Department  therefor,  additional  funds  not  exceeding  $300,000 
for  these  purposes  may  be  transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  this 
appropriation,  from  the  funds  applicable,  and  shall  be  available 
for  the  objects  specified  herein,  including  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia :  Provided  further ,  That  in  the  preparation 
of  motion  pictures  or  exhibits  by  the  Department,  not  exceeding 
a  total  of  $10,000  may  be  used  for  employment  pursuant  to  the 
second  sentence  of  section  706  (a)  of  the  Department  of  Agri culture 
Organic  Act  of  1944  (5  U.  S.  C.  574),  said  Act  being  elsewhere 
herein  referred  to  as  the  Organic  Act  of  1944,  as  amended  by  section 
15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5.  U.  S.  C.  55a)  :  Provided  further, 
That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  used  for  the  establish¬ 
ment  or  maintenance  of  regional  or  State  field  offices  or  for  the 
compensation  of  employees  in  such  offices  except  that  not  to  exceed 
$10,000  may  be  used  to  maintain  the  San  Francisco  radio  office. 

PRINTING  AND  BINDING 

For  printing  and  binding  for  the  Department,  including  all  of  its 
bureaus,  offices,  institutions,  and  services,  except  as  otherwise  provided, 
$1,800,000,  including  the  purchase  of  reprints  of  scientific  and  technical 
articles  published  in  periodicals  and  journals;  the  Annual  Report  of 
the  Secretary,  as  required  by  the  Acts  of  January  12, 1895  (44  U.  S.  C. 
Ill,  212-220,  222,  241,  244),  March  4,  1915  (7  U.  S.  C.  418),  and  June 
20,  1936  (5  U.  S.  C.  108),  and  in  pursuance  of  the  Act  approved 
March  30,  1906  (44  U.  S.  C.  214,  224),  also  including  not  to  exceed 
$250,000  for  farmers’  bulletins,  which  shall  be  adapted  to  the  interests 
of  the  people  of  the  different  sections  of  the  country,  an  equal  propor¬ 
tion  of  four-fifths  of  which  shall  be  delivered  to  or  sent  out  under  the 
addressed  franks  furnished  by  the  Senators,  Representatives,  and  Dele¬ 
gates  in  Congress,  as  they  shall  direct,  but  not  including  work  done 
at  the  field  printing  plants  of  the  Forest  Service  authorized  by  the 
Joint  Committee  on  Printing,  in  accordance  with  the  Act  approved 
March  1,  1919  (44  U.  S.  C.  Ill,  220) ;  and  including  not  to  exceed 
$207,000  for  printing  and  binding  not  less  than  two  hundred  thirty 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  fifty  copies  for  the  use  of  the  Senate  and 
House  of  Representatives  of  part  2  of  the  annual  report  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary  (known  as  the  Yearbook  of  Agriculture) ,  as  authorized  by  section 
73  of  the  Act  of  January  12,  1895  (44  U.  S.  C.  241)  :  Provided,  That 
the  Secretary  may  transfer  to  this  appropriation  from  the  appropria¬ 
tion  made  for  “Conservation  and  Use  of  Agricultural  Land  Resources” 
such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  for  printing  and  binding  in  connection 
with  marketing  quotas  under  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of 
1938  (7  U.  S.  C.  1281-1407),  from  funds  appropriated  to  carry  into 
effect  the  purposes  of  the  National  School  Lunch  Act  approved  June 
4, 1946  (Public  Law  396),  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  for  printing 
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and  binding  in  connection  with  the  activities  under  said  Act,  and  from 
funds  appropriated  to  carry  into  effect  the  terms  of  section  32  of  the 
Act  of  August  24,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  612c),  as  amended,  such  sums  as 
may  be  necessary  for  printing  and  binding  in  connection  with  the 
activities  under  section  32 :  Provided  further ,  That  the  total  amount 
that  may  be  transferred  under  the  authority  granted  in  the  preceding 
proviso  shall  not  exceed  $145,000. 

LIBRARY,  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

For  necessary  expenses,  including  exchange  of  reference  books,  law¬ 
books,  technical  and  scientific  books,  periodicals,  and  expenses  in¬ 
curred  in  completing  imperfect  series;  not  to  exceed  $1,200  for  news- 
papers ;  dues,  when  authorized  by  the  Secretary,  for  library  mem¬ 
bership  in  societies  or  associations  which  issue  publications  to  members 
only  or  at  a  price  to  members  lower  than  to  subscribers  who  are  not 
members ;  $600,000,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $484,924  may  be  expended 
for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

BUREAU  OF  AGRICULTURAL  ECONOMICS 

For  necessary  expenses,  including  not  to  exceed  $2,243,400  for  per¬ 
sonal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  including  the  salary  of  Chief 
of  Bureau  at  $10,000  per  annum,  and  not  to  exceed  $1,000  for  the  pur¬ 
chase  of  books  of  reference,  periodicals,  and  newspapers,  as  follows : 

Economic  investigations:  For  conducting  investigations  and  for 
acquiring  and  diffusing  useful  information  among  the  people  of  the 
United  States,  relative  to  agricultural  production,  distribution,  land 
utilization,  and  conservation  in  their  broadest  aspects,  including  farm 
management  and  practice,  utilization  of  fai’in  and  food  pi'oducts,  pur¬ 
chasing  of  farm  supplies,  farm  population  and  rural  life,  farm  labor, 
farm  finance,  insurance  and  taxation,  adjustments  in  production  to 
probable  demand  for  the  different  farm  and  food  products ;  land  own¬ 
ership  and  values,  costs,  prices  and  income  in  their  relation  to  agri¬ 
culture,  including  causes  for  their  variations  and  trends,  $1,988,500: 
Provided ,  That  no  part  of  the  funds  herein  appropriated  or  made 
available  to  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics  under  the  heading 
“Economic  investigations”  shall  be  used  for  State  and  county  land- 
use  planning,  for  conducting  cultural  surveys,  or  for  the  maintenance 
of  regional  offices. 

Crop  and  livestock  estimates:  For  collecting,  compiling,  abstract¬ 
ing,  analyzing,  summarizing,  interpreting,  and  publishing  data  relat¬ 
ing  to  agriculture,  including  crop  and  livestock  estimates,  acreage, 
yield,  grades,  staples  of  cotton,  stocks,  and  valixe  of  farm  crops  and 
numbers,  grades,  and  value  of  livestock  and  livestock  products  on 
farms,  production,  distribution,  and  consumption  of  turpentine  and 
rosin  pursuant  to  the  Act  of  August  15, 1935  (5  U.  S.  C.  556b) ,  and  for 
the  collection  and  publication  of  statistics  of  peanuts  as  provided  by 
the  Act  approved  June  24,  1936,  as  amended  May  12,  1938  (7  U.  S.  C. 
951-957),  $2,375,400:  Provided ,  That  no  part  of  the  funds  herein 
appropinated  shall  be  available  for  any  expense  incident  to  ascertain¬ 
ing,  collating,  or  publishing  a  report  stating  the  intention  of  farmers 
as  to  the  acreage  to  be  planted  in  cotton,  or  for  estimates  of  apple  pro¬ 
duction  for  other  than  the  commercial  crop. 
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OFFICE  OF  FOREIGN  AGRICULTURAL  RELATIONS 

Salaries  and  expenses :  For  necessary  expenses  for  the  Office  of  For¬ 
eign  Agricultural  Relations  and  for  enabling  the  Secretary  to  coor¬ 
dinate  and  integrate  activities  of  the  Department  in  connection  with 
foreign  agricultural  work,  including  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia  and  not  to  exceed  $500  for  newspapers,  $503,000. 

EXTENSION  SERVICE 

PAYMENTS  TO  STATES,  HAWAII,  ALASKA,  AND  PUERTO  RICO 

For  payments  to  the  States,  Hawaii,  Alaska,  and  Puerto  Rico,  for 
cooperative  agricultural  extension  work  as  follows : 

Capper -Ketcham,  Bankhead-Jones,  and  related  Acts:  Capper- 
Ketch  am  Act,  the  Act  approved  May  22,  1928  (7  U.  S.  C.  343a,  343b), 
$1,480,000;  Bankhead-Jones  Act,  section  21,  title  II,  of  the  Act 
approved  June  29,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  343c),  $12,000,000;  Bankhead- 
Jones  Act,  section  23,  title  II,  of  the  Act  approved  June  29,  1935,  as 
amended  by  the  Act  of  June  6,  1945  (7  U.  S.  C.  343d-l),  $11,500,000; 
additional  extension  work,  the  Act  approved  April  24, 1939,  as  amended 
(7  U.  S.  C.  343c-l),  $555,000;  Alaska,  the  Act  approved  February  23, 
1929  (7  U.  S.  C.  386c),  extending  the  benefits  of  the  Smith-Lever  Act 
to  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  $13,950,  and  section  3  of  the  Act  approved 
June  20,  1936  (7  U.  S.  C.  343e),  extending  the  benefits  of  the  Capper- 
Ketcham  Act  to  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  $10,000,  in  all,  for  Alaska, 
$23,950;  Puerto  Rico,  the  Act  approved  August  28,  1937  (7  U.  S.  C. 
343f-343g),  extending  the  benefits  of  section  21  of  the  Bankhead- 
Jones  Act  to  Puerto  Rico,  $408,000;  in  all,  Capper-Ketcham,  Bank¬ 
head-Jones,  and  related  Acts,  $25,966,950. 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

Administration  and  coordination  of  extension  work  :  For  expenses 
necessary  to  administer  the  provisions  of  the  Smith-Lever  Act, 
approved  May  8,  1914  (7  U.  S.  C.  341-348) ,  and  Acts  amendatory  or 
supplementary  thereto,  and  to  coordinate  the  extension  work  of  the 
Department  and  the  several  States,  Territories,  and  insular  posses¬ 
sions,  $827,200,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $663,100  may  be  expended  for 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

AGRICULTURAL  RESEARCH  ADMINISTRATION 
Office  of  Administrator 

Salaries  and  expenses :  For  necessary  expenses  of  the  Office  of  Admin¬ 
istrator,  including  the  salary  of  the  Administrator  at  $10,000  per 
annum,  and  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  for  the 
maintenance,  operation,  and  furnishing  of  facilities  and  services  at 
the  Agricultural  Research  Center,  $406,300 :  Provided ,  That  the  appro¬ 
priation  current  at  the  time  services  are  rendered  may  be  reimbursed 
(by  advance  credits  or  reimbursements  based  on  estimated  or  actual 
charges)  from  applicable  appropriations,  to  cover  the  charges,  includ¬ 
ing  handling  and  other  related  services,  for  equipment  rentals  (includ- 
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mg  depreciation,  maintenance,  and  repairs)  ;  for  services,  supplies, 
equipment  and  materials  furnished,  stores  of  which  may  be  maintained 
at  the  Center,  and  for  building  construction,  alteration,  and  repair  per¬ 
formed  by  the  Center  in  carrying  out  the  purposes  of  such  applicable 
appropriations  and  the  applicable  appropriations  may  also  be  charged 
their  proportionate  share  of  the  necessary  general  expenses  of  the 
Center  not  covered  by  this  appropriation  :  Provided  further ,  That  the 
several  appropriations  of  the  Agricultural  Research  Administration 
shall  be  available  for  the  construction,  alteration,  and  repair  of  build¬ 
ings  and  improvements:  Provided ,  however ,  That  unless  otherwise 

Erovided,  the  cost  of  constructing  any  one  building  (excepting  head- 
ouses  connecting  greenhouses)  shall  not  exceed  $5,000,  the  total 
amount  for  construction  of  buildings  costing  more  than  $2,500  each 
shall  be  within  the  limits  of  the  estimates  submitted  and  approved 
therefor,  and  the  cost  of  altering  any  one  building  during  the  fiscal 
year  shall  not  exceed  $2,500  or  2  per  centum  of  the  cost  of  the  building 
as  certified  by  the  Research  Administrator,  whichever  is  greater. 

Special  Research  Fund,  Department  of  Agriculture 

For  enabling  the  Secretary  to  carry  into  effect  the  Act  approved 
June  29,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  427,  427b,  427c,  427f ) ;  for  administration  of 
the  provisions  of  section  5  of  the  said  Act,  and  for  special  research 
work,  including  the  planning,  programing,  coordination,  and  print¬ 
ing  the  results  of  such  research,  to  be  conducted  by  such  agencies  of  the 
Department  as  the  Secretary  may  designate  or  establish,  and  to  which 
he  may  make  allotments  from  this  fund,  including  personal  services 
in  the  District  of  Columbia;  $1,230,000,  of  which  amount  $835,200 
shall  be  available  for  the  maintenance  and  operation  of  research  lab¬ 
oratories  and  facilities  in  the  major  agricultural  regions  provided  for 
by  section  4  of  said  Act,  including  not  to  exceed  $23,000  for  construc¬ 
tion  of  a  poultry  house  at  the  regional  poultry  laboratory,  East  Lan¬ 
sing,  Michigan. 

Research  on  Strategic  and  Critical  Agricultural  Materials 

For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  out  his 
responsibilities  under  section  7  (b)  of  the  Strategic  and  Critical 
Materials  Stock  Piling  Act  of  July  23, 1946  (Public  Law  520,  Seventy- 
ninth  Congress),  in  connection  with  natural  rubber,  including  per¬ 
sonal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  $349,000. 

Research  on  Agricultural  Problems  of  Alaska 

For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Secretary  to  continue  the  pro¬ 
gram  for  research  into  the  basic  agricultural  needs  and  problems  of 
The  Territory  of  Alaska  in  accordance  with  the  authority  contained  in 
the  Act  of  July  30,  1947  (Public  Law  266),  and  for  the  same  objects 
and  purposes  provided  therein,  $185,940,  together  with  contract  author¬ 
ity  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $300,000  to  construct  buildings  and 
facilities  and  to  acquire  and  install  such  equipment  as  may  be  neces¬ 
sary,  on  land  donated  or  otherwise  acquired. 
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Office  of  Experiment  Stations 

PAYMENTS  TO  STATES,  HAWAII,  AND  PUERTO  RICO 

For  payments  to  the  States,  Hawaii,  and  Puerto  Rico  to  be  paid 
quarterly  in  advance,  to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  follow¬ 
ing  Acts  relating  to  agricultural  experiment  stations : 

Hatch,  Adams,  Purnell,  Bankhead- Jones,  and  related  Acts:  Hatch 
Act,  the  Act  approved  March  2,  1887  (7  U.  S.  C.  362,  363,  365,  368, 
377-379),  $720,000;  Adams  Act,  the  Act  approved  March  16,  1906 
(7  U.  S.  C.  369),  $720,000;  Purnell  Act,  the  Act  approved  February 
24,  1925  (7  U.  S.  C.  361,  366,  370,  371,  373-376,  380,  382),  $2,880,000; 
Bankhead- Jones  Act,  title  I  of  the  Act  approved  June  29,  1935 
(7  U.  S.  C.  427-427g),  $2,861,268,  of  which  amount  not  to  exceed  $316 
shall  be  transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  the  appropriation  “Research 
on  agricultural  problems  of  Alaska”,  without  matching  requirement; 
Hawaii,  the  Act  approved  May  16, 1923  (7  U.  S.  C.  386-386b) ,  extend¬ 
ing  the  benefits  of  certain  Acts  of  Congress  to  the  Territory  of 
Hawaii,  $90,000;  Puerto  Rico,  the  Act  approved  March  4,  1931,  as 
amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  386d-386f),  extending  the  benefits  of  certain 
Acts  of  Congress  to  Puerto  Rico,  $90,000 ;  in  all,  payments  to  States, 
Hawaii,  and  Puerto  Rico,  $7,361,268. 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

Administration  of  grants  and  coordination  of  research  with  States : 
For  necessary  expenses,  including  not  to  exceed  $183,000  for  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  to  enforce  the  provisions  of  the 
Acts  approved  March  2, 1887,  March  16,  1906,  F ebruary  24,  1925,  May 
16,  1928,  March  4,  1931,  and  June  20,  1936,  and  Acts  amendatory 
thereto  (7  U.  S.  C.  361-363,  365-369,  370-383,  386,  386d-386f) ,  relative 
to  their  administration  and  for  the  administration  of  an  agricultural 
experiment  station  in  Puerto  Rico,  $197,000;  and  the  Secretary  shall 
prescribe  the  form  of  the  annual  financial  statement  required  under 
the  above  Acts,  ascertain  whether  the  expenditures  are  in  accordance 
with  their  provisions,  coordinate  the  research  work  of  the  State  agri¬ 
cultural  colleges  and  experiment  stations  in  the  lines  authorized  in 
said  Acts  with  research  of  the  Department  in  similar  lines,  and  make 
report  thereon  to  Congress. 

Federal  experiment  station,  Puerto  Rico:  For  expenses  necessary 
to  establish  and  maintain  an  agricultural  experiment  station  in  Puerto 
Rico,  including  the  preparation,  illustration,  and  distribution  of 
reports  and  bulletins,  $124,700. 

Bureau  of  Animal  Industry 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary,  including  not  to  exceed  $1,218,000  for  per¬ 
sonal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  for  carrying  out  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Act,  as  amended,  establishing  a  Bureau  of  Animal  Indus¬ 
try,  and  related  Acts,  and  for  investigations  concerned  with  the  live¬ 
stock  and  meat  industries  and  the  domestic  raising  of  fur-bearing  ani¬ 
mals,  as  follows: 
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Animal  husbandry:  For  investigations  and  experiments  in  animal 
husbandry  and  animal  and  poultry  feeding  and  breeding,  and  for 
carrying  out  the  purposes  of  section  101  (b)  of  the  Organic  Act  of 
1944  (7  U.  S.  C.  429)  authorizing  cooperation  with  State  authorities 
m  the  administration  of  regulations  for  the  improvement  of  poultry, 
poultry  products,  and  hatcheries,  $1,405,500. 

Diseases  of  animals:  For  scientific  investigations  of  diseases  of 
animals,  and  for  investigations  of  tuberculin,  serums,  antitoxins,  and 
analogous  products,  $1,055,000. 

Eradicating  tuberculosis  and  Bang’s  disease:  For  the  control  and 
eradication  of  the  diseases  of  tuberculosis  and  paratuberculosis  of 
animals,  avian  tuberculosis,  and  Bang’s  disease  of  cattle,  $6,250,000: 
Provided ,  That  no  part  of  the  money  hereby  appropriated  shall  be 
used  in  compensating  owners  of  cattle  except  in  cooperation  with  and 
supplementary  to  payments  to  be  made  by  State,  Territory,  county,  or 
municipality  where  condemnation  of  cattle  shall  take  place,  nor  shall 
any  payment  be  made  hereunder  as  compensation  for  or  on  account 
of  any  such  animal  if  at  the  time  of  inspection  or  test,  or  at  the  time 
of  condemnation  thereof,  it  shall  belong  to  or  be  upon  the  premises 
of  any  person,  firm,  or  corporation  to  which  it  has  been  sold,  shipped, 
or  delivered  for  the  purpose  of  being  slaughtered:  Provided  further , 
That  out  of  the  money  hereby  appropriated  no  payment  as  compensa¬ 
tion  for  any  cattle  condemned  for  slaughter  shall  exceed  one-third  of 
the  difference  between  the  appraised  value  of  such  cattle  and  the 
value  of  the  salvage  thereof ;  that  no  payment  hereunder  shall  exceed 
the  amount  paid  or  to  be  paid  by  the  State,  Territory,  county,  and 
municipality  wdiere  the  animal  shall  be  condemned;  and  that  in  no 
case  shall  any  payment  hereunder  be  more  than  $25  for  any  grade 
animal  or  more  than  $50  for  any  purebred  animal. 

Inspection  and  quarantine:  For  inspection  and  quarantine  work, 
including  the  control  and  eradication  of  hog  cholera  and  related  swine 
diseases,  southern  cattle  ticks,  scabies  in  sheep  and  cattle,  and  dourine 
in  horses,  the  supervision  of  the  transportation  of  livestock,  the  inspec¬ 
tion  of  vessels,  the  execution  of  the  twenty-eight-hour  law,  the 
inspection  and  quarantine  of  imported  animals  in  accordance  with 
the  Act  of  August  30,  1890  (21  U.  S.  C.  102),  and  the  Act  of  July  24, 
1946  (Public  Law  522),  and  the  inspection  work  relative  to  the  exist¬ 
ence  of  contagious  diseases,  $1,225,000:  Provided ,  That  service  shall  be 
maintained  at  all  stockyards  having  such  service  during  the  current 
fiscal  year. 

Meat  inspection:  For  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  laws  relating 
to  Federal  inspection  of  meat  and  meat-food  products,  $11,500,000: 
Provided ,  That  the  unobligated  balance  remaining  in  the  “Meat  inspec¬ 
tion  fund”  established  by  the  Department  of  Agriculture  Appro¬ 
priation  Act,  1948,  shall  be  carried  to  the  general  fund  of  the  Treasury. 

Virus  Serum  Toxin  Act:  For  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  approved  March  4,  1913  (21  U.  S.  C.  151-158),  regulating  the 
preparation,  sale,  barter,  exchange,  or  shipment  of  any  virus,  serum, 
toxin,  or  analogous  product  manufactured  in  the  United  States  and 
the  importation  of  such  products  intended  for  use  in  the  treatment  of 
domestic  animals,  $365,000. 

Marketing  agreements,  hog  cholera  virus  and  serum:  The  sum  of 
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$43,000  of  the  appropriation  made  by  section  12  (a)  of  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Adjustment  Act,  approved  May  12,  1933  (7  U.  S.  C.  612),  is 
hereby  made  available  during  the  fiscal  year  for  which  appropriations 
are  herein  made  to  carry  into  effect  sections  56  to  60,  inclusive,  of  the 
Act  approved  August  24, 1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  851-855),  including  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

ERADICATION  OF  FOOT-AND-MOUTH  AND  OTHER  CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  OF 

ANIMALS 

For  expenses  necessary,  including  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia,  in  the  arrest  and  eradication  of  foot-and-mouth  disease, 
rinderpest,  contagious  pleuropneumonia,  or  other  contagious  or  in¬ 
fectious  diseases  of  animals,  or  European  fowl  pest  and  similar  dis¬ 
eases  in  poultry,  including  the  payment  of  claims  growing  out  of  past 
and  future  purchases  and  destruction  of  animals  (including  poultry) 
affected  by  or  exposed  to,  or  of  materials  contaminated  by  or  exposed 
to,  any  such  disease,  wherever  found  and  irrespective  of  ownership, 
under  like  or  substantially  similar  circumstances,  when  such  owner 
has  complied  with  all  lawful  quarantine  regulations;  and  for  foot- 
and-mouth  disease  and  rinderpest  programs  undertaken  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  February  28, 1947  (Public  Law  8,  Eightieth 
Congress),  and  the  Act  of  May  29,  1884,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.,  391; 
21  U.  S.  C.,  111-122),  including  expenses  in  accordance  with  section  2 
of  said  Public  Law  8,  the  Secretary  may  transfer  from  other  appro¬ 
priations  or  funds  available  to  the  bureaus,  corporations,  or  agencies 
of  the  Department  such  sums  as  he  may  deem  necessary,  to  be  available 
only  in  an  emergency  which  threatens  the  livestock  or  poultry  industry 
of  the  country,  and  any  unexpended  balances  of  funds  transferred 
under  this  head  in  the  fiscal  year  1948  shall  be  merged  with  such 
transferred  amounts :  Provided ,  That,  except  for  payments  made  pur¬ 
suant  to  said  Public  Law  8,  the  payment  for  such  animals  hereafter 
purchased  may  be  made  on  appraisement  based  on  the  meat,  egg- 
production,  dairy,  or  breeding  value,  but  in  case  of  appraisement 
based  on  breeding  value  no  appraisement  of  any  such  animal  shall 
exceed  three  times  its  meat,  egg-production,  or  dairy  value,  and,  except 
in  case  of  an  extraordinary  emergency,  to  be  determined  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary,  the  payment  by  the  United  States  Government  for  any  such  ani¬ 
mals  shall  not  exceed  one-half  of  any  such  appraisements:  Provided 
further ,  That  poultry  may  be  appraised  in  groups  when  the  basis  for 
appraisal  is  the  same  for  each  bird. 

Bureau  of  Dairy  Industry 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses,  including  not  to 
exceed  $515,300  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  in 
carrying  out  the -provisions  of  the  Act  of  May  29,  1924  (7  U.  S.  C. 
401-404),  including  investigations,  experiments,  and  demonstrations 
in  dairy  industry,  for  carrying  out  the  applicable  provisions  of  the 
Act  of  May  9, 1902  (26  U.  S.  C.  2325,  2326  (c) ),  relating  to  process  or 
renovated  butter,  as  amended  by  the  Act  of  June  24,  1946  (Public 
Law  427),  and  the  Act  of  May  23,  1908  (21  U.  S.  C.  94  (a)),  insofar 
as  it  relates  to  the  exportation  of  process  or  renovated  butter, 
$1,050,000. 
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Bureau  of  Plant  Industry,  Soils,  and  Agricultural  Engineering 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  investigations,  experiments,  and  demon¬ 
strations  in  connection  with  the  production  and  improvement  of  farm 
crops  and  other  plants  and  plant  industries;  soils  and  soil-plant  rela¬ 
tionships,  and  the  application  of  engineering  principles  to  agricul¬ 
ture;  plant  diseases,  including  nematodes,  and  methods  for  their 
prevention  and  control;  plant  and  plant-disease  collections  and  sur¬ 
veys  ;  the  distribution  of  weeds  and  means  for  their  control ;  methods 
of  handling,  processing,  transportation,  and  storage  of  agricultural 
products;  and  plants  in  foreign  countries  and  our  possessions  for 
introduction  into  the  United  States,  including  explorations  and 
surveys,  and  propagation  and  testing  in  this  country ;  for  the  opera¬ 
tion  and  maintenance  of  airplanes;  and  for  personal  services  in  the 
city  of  Washington,  as  follows: 

Field  crops:  For  investigations  on  the  production,  improvement, 
and  diseases  of  alfalfa,  barley,  clover,  corn,  cotton,  flax,  grasses,  oats, 
rice,  rubber  crops,  sorghums,  soybeans,  sugar  beets,  sugarcane,  tobacco, 
wheat,  and  other  fields  crops,  $2,672,300. 

Fruit,  vegetable,  and  specialty  crops :  For  investigations  on  the  pro¬ 
duction,  improvement,  and  diseases  of  fruit,  vegetable,  nut,  orna¬ 
mental,  drug,  condiment,  oil,  insecticide,  and  related  crops  and  plants, 
$2,578,100. 

Forest  diseases:  For  investigations  of  diseases  of  forest  and  shade 
trees  and  forest  products,  and  methods  for  their  control,  $380,480. 

Soils,  fertilizers,  and  irrigation:  For  investigations  of  soil  manage¬ 
ment  methods  to  increase  and  maintain  productivity,  including  ferti¬ 
lization,  liming,  crop  rotations,  tillage  practices,  and  other  means  of 
improving  soils;  fertilizers,  fertilizer  ingredients,  and  their  improve¬ 
ment  for  agricultural  use;  soil  management  and  crop  production  on 
dry  and  irrigated  lands,  and  the  quality  of  irrigation  water  and  its 
use  by  crops;  and  for  the  classification  of  soils  in  a  national  system 
and  indication  of  their  extent  and  distribution  on  maps,  and  determi¬ 
nation  of  their  potential  productivity  under  adapted  cropping  and 
improved  soil  management;  $1,524,000:  Provided ,  That  the  irrigation 
experiment  station  at  Bard,  California,  may  be  sold  upon  such  terms 
as  the  Secretary  deems  advantageous,  and  the  proceeds  of  such  sale 
are  to  be  available  for  the  establishment  and  equipment  of  an  irriga¬ 
tion  station  at  or  near  Brawley,  California,  or  the  Secretary  may  if 
he  deems  it  desirable  exchange  in  lieu  of  sale  the  Bard  Station  for  a 
suitable  site  or  facilities  at  or  near  Brawley,  and  in  connection  with 
the  establishment  of  the  new  station  the  Secretary  may  accept 
donations :  Provided  further,  That  the  Secretary  shall  have  contractual 
authority  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $100,000  to  construct  and/or 
acquire  buildings,  facilities,  and  equipment  for  the  station  at  Brawley. 

Agricultural  engineering:  For  investigations  involving  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  engineering  principles  to  agriculture,  including  farm  power 
and  equipment,  rural  water  supply  and  sanitation,  and  rural  electri¬ 
fication;  farm  buildings  and  their  appurtenances  and  buildings  for 
processing  and  storing  farm  products,  and  the  preparation  and  distri¬ 
bution  of  building  plans  and  specifications ;  cotton  ginning,  and  other 
engineering  problems  relating  to  the  production,  processing,  trans¬ 
portation,  and  storage  of  agricultural  products ;  $685,690. 
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National  Arboretum  :  For  the  maintenance  and  development  of  the 
National  Arboretum  established  under  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
approved  March  4,  1927  (20  U.  S.  C.  191-194),  including  travel 
expenses  of  the  advisory  council  and  the  purchase  of  one  passenger 
motor  vehicle  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  $413,900,  of  which  not  to 
exceed  $20,000  shall  be  available  for  the  construction  of  entrance 
facilities,  including  a  guardhouse  and  rest  rooms,  and  not  to  exceed 
$10,000  may  be  expended  for  employment  pursuant  to  the  second 
sentence  of  section  706  (a)  of  the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (5  U.  S.  C.  574) 
as  amended  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2, 1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a). 

Bureau  of  Entomology  and  Plant  Quarantine 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  investigations,  experiments,  demonstra¬ 
tions,  and  surveys  for  the  promotion  of  economic  entomology,  for 
investigating  and  ascertaining  the  best  means  of  destroying  insects 
and  related  pests  injurious  to  agriculture,  for  importing  useful  and 
beneficial  insects  and  bacterial,  fungal,  and  other  diseases  of  insects 
and  related  pests,  for  investigating  and  ascertaining  the  best  means 
of  destroying  insects  affecting  man  and  animals,  and  the  best  ways  of 
utilizing  beneficial  insects,  for  carrying  into  effect  the  provisions  of 
the  Plant  Quarantine  Act  of  August  20,  1912,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C. 
151-167),  the  Honey  Bee  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  281-283),  the  Insect  Pest 
Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  141-144),  the  Mexican  Border  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  149) 
and  the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (7  U.  S.  C.  147a) ,  authorizing  the  eradica¬ 
tion,  control,  and  prevention  of  spread  of  injurious  insects  and  plant 
pests;  including  the  operation  and  maintenance  of  airplanes  and  the 
purchase  of  not  to  exceed  five,  and  not  to  exceed  $718,350  for  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  as  follows : 

Insect  investigations:  For  the  investigation  of  insects  affecting 
fruits,  grapes,  nuts,  trees,  shrubs,  forests  and  forest  products,  truck 
and  garden  crops,  cereal,  forage  and  range  crops,  cotton,  tobacco, 
sugar  plants,  ornamental  and  other  plants  and  agricultural  products, 
household  possessions,  and  man  and  animals ;  for  bee  culture  and  apiary 
management;  for  classifying,  identifying,  and  collecting  information 
to  determine  the  distribution  and  abundance  of  insects ;  for  investiga¬ 
tions  in  connection  with  introduction  of  natural  enemies  of  injurious 
insects  and  related  pests  and  for  the  exchange  with  other  countries  of 
useful  and  beneficial  insects  and  other  arthropods;  for  developing 
methods,  equipment,  and  apparatus  to  aid  in  enforcing  plant  quaran¬ 
tines  and  in  the  eradication  and  control  of  insect  pests  and  plant 
diseases:  and  for  investigations  of  insecticides  and  fungicides,  includ¬ 
ing  methods  of  their  manufacture  and  use  and  the  effects  of  their 
application,  $3,019,800. 

Insect  and  plant-disease  control:  For  carrying  out  operations  or 
measures  to  eradicate,  suppress,  control,  or  to  prevent  or  retard  the 
spread  of  Japanese  beetle,  sweetpotato  weevil,  Mexican  fruitflies, 
phony  peach  and  peach  mosaic,  cereal  rusts,  and  pink  bollworm 
and  Thurberia  weevil,  including  the  enforcement  of  quarantine 
regulations  and  cooperation  with  States  to  enforce  plant  quarantines 
as  authorized  by  the  Plant  Quarantine  Act  of  August  20,  1912, 
as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  151-167),  and  including  the  establishment 
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of  such  cotton- free  areas  as  may  be  necessary  to  stamp  out  any 
infestation  of  the  pink  bollworm  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of 
February  8,  1930  (46  Stat.  67),  and  for  the  enforcement  of  domestic 
plant  quarantines  through  inspection  in  transit,  including  the  inter¬ 
ception  and  disposition  of  materials  found  to  have  been  transported 
interstate  in  violation  of  Federal  plant  quarantine  laws  or  regula¬ 
tions,  and  operations  under  the  Terminal  Inspection  Act  (7  U.  S.  C. 
166),  $2,586,200:  Provided ,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall 
be  used  to  pay  the  cost  or  value  of  trees,  farm  animals,  farm  crops, 
or  other  property  injured  or  destroyed:  Provided  further ,  That,  in 
the  discretion  of  the  Secretary,  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall 
be  expended  for  the  control  of  sweetpotato  weevil  in  any  State  until 
such  State  has  provided  cooperation  necessary  to  accomplish  this 
purpose,  or  for  barberry  eradication  until  a  sum  or  sums  at  least 
equal  to  such  expenditures  shall  have  been  appropriated,  subscribed, 
or  contributed  by  States,  counties,  or  local  authorities,  or  by  indi¬ 
viduals  or  organizations  for  the  accomplishment  of  this  purpose. 

Foreign  plant  quarantines:  For  operations  against  the  introduction 
of  insect  pests  or  plant  diseases  into  the  United  States,  including  the 
enforcement  of  foreign-plant  quarantines  and  regulations  promul¬ 
gated  under  sections  5  and  7  of  the  Plant  Quarantine  Act  of  August 
20,  1912,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  151-167),  the  Insect  Pest  Act  of 
1905  (7  U.  S.  C.  141-144),  and  the  Mexican  Border  Act  of  1942 
(7  U.  S.  C.  149),  for  enforcement  of  domestic-plant  quarantines  as 
they  pertain  to  Territories  of  the  United  States  and  enforcement  of 
regulations  governing  the  movement  of  plants  into  and  from  the 
District  of  Columbia  promulgated  under  section  15  of  the  Plant 
Quarantine  Act  of  August  20,  1912,  as  amended,  and  for  inspection 
and  certification  of  plants  and  plant  products  to  meet  the  sanitary 
requirements  of  foreign  countries,  as  authorized  in  section  102  of  the 
Organic  Act  of  1944  (7  U.  S.  C.  147a),  $2, 212, 000. 

Control  of  Emergency  Outbreaks  of  Insects  and  Plant  Diseases 

For  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  joint 
resolution  approved  May  9,  1938  (7  U.  S.  C.  148-148e),  including 
the  operation  and  maintenance  of  airplanes  and  the  purchase  of  not 
to  exceed  three,  and  surveys  and  control  operations  in  Canada  in 
cooperation  with  the  Canadian  Government  or  local  Canadian  author¬ 
ities,  and  the  employment  of  Canadian  citizens,  $1,750,000. 

Bureau  of  Agricultural  and  Industrial  Chemistry 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary  for  investigations,  experiments,  and  demon¬ 
strations  hereinafter  authorized,  including  not  to  exceed  $237,746  for 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  as  follows : 

Agricultural  chemical  and  naval  stores  investigations:  For  con- 
ducting  the  investigations  contemplated  by  the  Act  of  May  15,  1862 
(5  U.  §.  C.  511,  512),  relating  to  the  application  of  chemistry  to  agri¬ 
culture  ;  for  the  biological,  chemical,  physical,  microscopical,  and  tech¬ 
nological  investigation  of  foods,  feeds,  drugs,  plant  and  animal  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  substances  used  in  the  manufacture  thereof;  for  investiga- 
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tions  of  the  physiological  effects  and  for  the  pharmacological  testing 
of  such  products  and  of  insecticides ;  for  the  investigation  and  develop¬ 
ment  of  methods  for  the  manufacture  of  sugars,  sugar  sirups,  and 
starches  and  the  utilization  of  new  agricultural  materials  for  such 
purposes ;  and  for  the  technological  investigation  of  the  utilization  of 
fruits  and  vegetables  and  for  frozen-pack  investigations ;  for  the  inves¬ 
tigation  of  naval  stores  (turpentine  and  rosin)  and  their  components; 
the  investigation  and  experimental  demonstration  of  improved  equip¬ 
ment,  methods,  or  processes  of  preparing  naval  stores ;  and  the  weigh¬ 
ing,  storing,  handling,  transportation,  and  utilization  of  naval  stores; 
$634,050. 

Regional  research  laboratories :  F or  continuing  the  researches  estab¬ 
lished  under  the  provisions  of  section  202  (a)  to  202  (e),  inclusive, 
of  title  II  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938  (7  U.  S.  C. 
1292),  including  research  on  food  products  of  farm  commodities, 
$5,000,000,  including  not  to  exceed  $50,000  for  the  construction  of  a 
hazardous  operations  building  at  the  Eastern  Regional  Research  Lab¬ 
oratory  located  at  Wyndmoor,  Pennsylvania. 

Bureau  of  Human  Nutrition  and  Home  Economics 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  necessary  expenses,  including  not  to 
exceed  $311,765  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  for 
conducting  investigations  of  the  relative  utility  and  economy  of  agri¬ 
cultural  products  for  food,  clothing,  and  other  uses  in  the  home,  with 
special  suggestions  of  plans  and  methods  for  the  more  effective  utiliza¬ 
tion  of  such  products  for  these  purposes,  and  such  economic  investiga¬ 
tions,  including  housing  and  household  buying,  as  have  for  their 
purpose  the  improvement  of  the  rural  home,  and  for  disseminating 
useful  information  on  this  subject,  $813,000. 

CONTROL  OF  FOREST  PESTS 

For  expenses  necessary  for  carrying  out  operations,  measures,  or 
surveys  necessary  to  eradicate,  suppress,  control,  or  to  prevent  or 
retard  the  spread  of  insects  or  diseases  which  endanger  forest  trees 
on  any  lands  in  the  United  States,  and  for  such  quarantine  measures 
relating  thereto  as  may  be  necessary  pursuant  to  the  Plant  Quar¬ 
antine  Act  of  August  20,  1912,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  151-167), 
including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  the 
purchase  (not  to  exceed  two)  and  operation  and  maintenance  of 
airplanes,  as  follows: 

Gypsy  and  brown-tail  moths:  Gypsy  and  brown-tail  moths,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  102  of  the  Act  of  September  21,  1944  (7  U.  S.  C. 
147a),  $603,600. 

Forest  Pest  Control  Act:  Forest  Pest  Control  Act  (Public  Law  110, 
approved  June  25, 1947),  $135,000. 

White  pine  blister  rust:  White  pine  blister  rust,  pursuant  to  the 
Act  ,of  April  26,  1940  (16  U.  S.  C.  594a),  $3,750,000,  of  which  amount 
$582,000  shall  be  available  to  the  Department  of  the  Interior  for  the 
control  of  white  pine  blister  rust  on  or  endangering  Federal  lands 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  that  Department  or  lands  of  Indian  tribes 
which  are  under  the  jurisdiction  of  or  retained  under  restrictions 
of  the  United  States;  $1,974,650  of  said  amount  to  the  Forest  Service 
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foi  the  control  of  white  pine  blister  rust  on  or  endangering  lands 
under  its  jurisdiction;  and  $1,193,350  of  said  amount  to  the  Bureau  of 
■Entomology  and  Plant  Quarantine  for  leadership  and  general  coordi¬ 
nation  of  the  entire  program,  method  development,  and  for  opera¬ 
tions  conducted  under  its  direction  for  such  control,  including,  but 
not  confined  to,  the  control  of  white  pine  blister  rust  on  or  endan¬ 
gering  State  and  privately  owned  lands. 

Dutch  elm  disease :  Dutch  elm  disease,  pursuant  to  section  102  of 
the  Act  of  September  21,  1944  (T  U.  S.  C.  147a),  $51,800:  Provided , 
That  in  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary,  no  expenditures  from  this 
appropriation  shall  be  made  for  applying  methods  of  control  of  the 
Dutch  elm  disease  in  any  State  where  measures  for  the  removal  and 
destruction  of  trees  on  non-Federal  lands  suffering  from  the  Dutch  elm 
disease  are  not  in  force,  provided  such  removal  and  destruction  are 
deemed  essential  or  appropriate  for  the  carrying  on  of  the  control 
program,  nor  until  a  sum  or  sums  at  least  equal  to  such  expenditures 
shall  hate  been  appropriated,  subscribed,  or  contributed  by  State, 
county,  or  local  authorities,  or  by  individuals,  or  by  organizations  con¬ 
cerned  :  Provided ,  however ,  That  expenditures  incurred  for  removal 
of  trees  infected  with  Dutch  elm  disease  from  non-Federal  lands  shall 
not  be  considered  a  part  of  such  appropriations,  subscriptions,  or  con¬ 
tributions  :  Provided  further ,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall 
be  expended  for  the  removal  and  destruction  of  trees  infected  with  the 
Dutch  elm  disease  except  where  such  trees  are  located  on  property 
owned  or  controlled  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  or  on 
property  included  within  local  experimental  control  areas. 

FOREST  SERVICE 

SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

For  expenses  necessary,  including  not  to  exceed  $1,097,582  for  per¬ 
sonal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  not  to  exceed  $10,000  for 
employment  pursuant  to  the  second  sentence  of  section  706  (a)  of 
the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (5  U.  S.  C.  574),  as  amended  by  section  15 
of  the  Act  of  August  2, 1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a)  ;  to  experiment  and  make 
investigations  and  report  on  forestry,  national  forests,  forest  fires,  and 
lumbering,  but  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  used  for  any 
experiment  or  test  made  outside  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States; 
to  advise  the  owners  of  woodlands  as  to  the  proper  care  of  the  same ; 
to  investigate  and  test  American  timber  and  timber  trees  and  their 
uses,  and  methods  for  the  preservative  treatment  of  timber;  to  seek, 
through  investigations  and  the  planting  of  native  and  foreign  species, 
suitable  trees  for  the  treeless  regions;  to  erect  necessary  buildings: 
Provided ,  That  the  cost  of  any  building  purchased,  erected,  or  as 
improved,  exclusive  of  the  cost  of  constructing  a  water-supply  or 
sanitary  system  and  of  connecting  the  same  with  any  such  building, 
and  exclusive  of  the  cost  of  any  tower  upon  which  a  lookout  house  may 
be  erected,  shall  not  exceed  $10,000,  with  the  exception  that  any 
building  erected,  purchased,  or  acquired,  the  cost  of  which  was  $10,000 
or  more,  may  be  improved  out  of  the  appropriations  made  under  this 
Act  for  the  Forest  Service  by  an  amount  not  to  exceed  2  per  centum 
of  the  cost  of  such  building  as  certified  by  the  Secretary ;  to  protect, 
administer,  and  improve  the  national  forests,  including  tree  planting 
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and  other  measures  to  prevent  erosion,  drift,  surface  wash,  soil  -waste, 
and  the  formation  of  floods,  and  to  conserve  water;  to  ascertain  the 
natural  conditions  upon  and  utilize  the  national  forests,  to  transport 
and  care  for  fish  and  game  supplied  to  stock  the  national  forests  or 
the  waters  therein;  to  collate,  digest,  report,  and  illustrate  the  results 
of  experiments  and  investigations  made  by  the  Forest  Service:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  not  to  exceed  $50,000  of  the  appropriation  for  “National 
forest  protection  and  management”,  and  not  to  exceed  $50,000  of  the 
appropriation  for  “Forest  fire  cooperation”  may  be  transferred  to  the 
appropriation  “Printing  and  binding,  Department  of  Agriculture”, 
for  forest  fire  prevention  posters  and  related  printed  material,  as 
follows: 

General  administrative  expenses:  For  general  administration, 
including  the  salary  of  the  Chief  Forester  at  $10,000  per  annum,  and 
for  expenses  of  the  National  Forest  Reservation  Commission  as 
authorized  by  section  14  of  the  Act  of  March  1, 1911  (16  U.  S.  C.  514), 
$650,000. 

National  forest  protection  and  management:  For  the  administra¬ 
tion,  protection,  use,  maintenance,  improvement,  and  development  of 
the  national  forests,  including  the  establishment  and  maintenance  of 
forest  tree  nurseries,  including  the  procurement  of  tree  seed  and 
nursery  stock  by  purchase,  production,  or  otherwise,  seeding  and  tree 
planting  and  the  care  of  plantations  and  young  growth;  the  operation 
and  maintenance  of  aircraft  and  the  purchase  of  not  to  exceed  four; 
the  maintenance  of  roads  and  trails  and  the  construction  and  main¬ 
tenance  of  all  other  improvements  necessary  for  the  proper  and 
economical  administration,  protection,  development,  and  use  of  the 
national  forests,  including  experimental  areas  under  Forest  Service 
administration,  except  that  where,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Secretary, 
direct  purchases  will  be  more  economical  than  construction,  improve¬ 
ments  may  be  purchased ;  the  construction  (not  to  exceed  $10,000  for 
any  one  structure),  equipment,  and  maintenance  of  sanitary  and 
recreational  facilities;  timber  cultural  operations;  development  and 
application  of  fish  and  game  management  plans;  propagation  and 
transplanting  of  plants  suitable  for  planting  on  semiarid  portions  of 
the  national  forests;  estimating  and  appraising  of  timber  and  other 
resources  and  development  and  application  of  plans  for  their  effective 
management,  sale,  and  use;  examination,  classification,  surveying, 
and  appraisal  of  land  incident  to  effecting  exchanges  authorized  by 
law  and  of  lands  within  the  boundaries  of  the  national  forests  that 
may  be  opened  to  homestead  settlement  and  entry  under  the  Act  of 
June  11,  1906,  and  the  Act  of  August  10,  1912  (16  U.  S.  C.  506-509), 
as  provided  by  the  Act  of  March  4,  1913  (16  U.  S.  C.  512)  ;  investiga¬ 
tion  and  establishment  of  water  rights,  including  the  purchase  thereof 
or  of  lands  or  interests  in  lands  or  rights-of-way  for  use  and  protec¬ 
tion  of  water  rights  necessary  or  beneficial  in  connection  with  the 
administration  and  public  use  of  the  national  forests;  and  all  expenses 
necessary  for  the  use,  maintenance,  improvement,  protection,  and 
general  administration  of  the  national  forests,  $25,204,175,  of  which 
not  to  exceed  $25,000  shall  be  available  for  the  purchase  of  one 
nursery  site. 

Fighting  forest  fires :  For  fighting  and  preventing  forest  fires  on  or 
threatening  lands  under  Forest  Service  administration,  including 


17 


[Pub.  Law  712-1 


lands  under  contract  for  purchase  or  in  process  of  condemnation  for 
Forest  Service  purposes,  $100,000,  which  amount  shall  also  be  available 
for  meeting  obligations  of  the  preceding  fiscal  year. 

Forest  research:  For  forest  research  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  sections  1,  2,  7,  8,  9,  and  10  of  the  Act  approved  May  22, 
1928,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C.  581,  581a,  581f-581i),  including  the 
construction  and  maintenance  of  improvements,  as  follows: 

Forest  and  range  management  investigations:  Fire,  silvicultural, 
watershed,  and  other  forest  investigations  and  experiments  under  said 
section  2,  as  amended,  and  investigations  and  experiments'  to  develop 
improved  methods  of  management  of  forest  and  other  ranges  under 
section  7,  at  forest  or  range  experiment  stations  or  elsewhere, 
$2,787,500. 

Forest  products:  Experiments,  investigations,  and  tests  of  forest 
products  under  section  8,  at  the  Forest  Products  Laboratory,  or  else¬ 
where,  $1,125,000. 

Forest  resources  investigations:  A  comprehensive  forest  survey 
under  section  9,  and  investigations  in  forest  economics  under  section 
10,  $822,000. 

FOREST-FIRE  COOPERATION 

For  cooperation  with  the  various  States  or  other  appropriate  agen¬ 
cies  in  forest-fire  prevention  and  suppression  and  the  protection  of 
timbered  and  cut-over  lands  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
sections  1,  2,  and  3  of  the  Act  approved  June  7,  1924,  as  amended 
(16  U.  S.  C.  564-570),  $9,000,000,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $76,125  shall 
be  available  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

FARM  AND  OTHER  PRIVATE  FORESTRY  COOPERATION 

To  enable  the  Secretary  through  the  Forest  Service  to  advise  timber- 
land  owners  and  associations,  wood-using  industries  or  other  appro¬ 
priate  agencies  in  the  application  of  forest  management  principles  to 
federally  owned  lands  leased  to  States  and  to  private  forest  lands, 
so  as  to  attain  sustained-yield  management,  the  conservation  of  the 
timber  resources,  the  productivity  of  forest  lands,  and  the  stabiliza¬ 
tion  of  employment  and  economic  continuance  of  forest  industries, 
and  to  carry  into  effect,  through  such  agencies  of  the  Department  as 
he  may  designate,  the  provisions  of  the  Cooperative  Farm  Forestry 
Act,  approved  May  18, 1937  (16  U.  S.  C.  568b) ,  (not  to  exceed  $660,034) 
and  the  provisions  of  sections  4  (not  to  exceed  $83,700)  and  5  (not  to 
exceed  $65,766)  of  the  Act  approved  June  7,  1924  (16  U.  S.  C.  567- 
568),  and  Acts  supplementary  thereto;  in  all,  not  to  exceed  $809,500, 
of  which  not  to  exceed  $54,636  may  be  expended  for  personal  services 
in  the  District  of  Columbia;  and  not  to  exceed  $30,000  for  the  con¬ 
struction,  alteration,  or  purchase  of  necessary  buildings,  and  other 
improvements. 

ACQUISITION  OF  LANDS  FOR  NATIONAL  FORESTS 

Under  Weeks  Act:  For  the  acquisition  of  forest  lands  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  approved  March  1, 1911,  as  amended  (16  U.  S.  C. 
513-519,  521),  $500,000,  to  be  available  only  for  payment  toward  the 
purchase  price  of  any  lands  acquired,  including  the  cost  of  surveys  in 
connection  with  such  acquisition. 
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Under  special  Acts:  For  the  acquisition  of  land  to  facilitate  the 
control  of  soil  erosion  and  flood  damage  originating  within  the 
exterior  boundaries  of  the  following  national  forests,  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  the  following  Acts  authorizing  annual  appro¬ 
priations  of  forest  receipts  for  sucn  purposes,  and  in  not  to  exceed 
the  following  amounts  from  such  receipts:  Uinta  and  Wasatch 
National  Forests,  Utah,  Act  of  August  26,  1935  (Public  Law  337), 
as  amended,  $40,000;  Cache  National  Forest,  Utah,  Act  of  May  11, 
1938  (Public  Law  505),  as  amended,  $10,000;  San  Bernardino  and 
Cleveland  National  Forests,  Riverside  County,  California,  Act  of 
June  15,  1938  (Public  Law  631),  as  amended,  $22,000;  Nevada  and 
Toiyabe  National  Forests,  Nevada,  Act  of  June  25,  1938  (Public 
Law  748),  as  amended,  $10,000;  Angeles  National  Forest,  California, 
Act  of  June  11,  1940  (Public  Law  591),  $20,000;  Cleveland  National 
Forest,  San  Diego  County,  California,  Act  of  June  11,  1940  (Public 
Law  589),  $5,000;  Sequoia  National  Forest,  California,  Act  of  June 
17,  1940  (Public  Law  637),  $35,000;  in  all  $142,000. 

FOREST  ROADS  AND  TRAILS 

For  expenses  necessary  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  section 
23  of  the  Federal  Highway  Act  approved  November  9,  1921,  as 
amended  (23  U.  S.  C.  23,  23a),  and  for  the  construction,  reconstruc¬ 
tion,  and  maintenance  of  roads  and  trails  on  experimental  areas 
under  Forest  Service  administration,  (1)  $9,750,000  for  forest  devel¬ 
opment  roads  and  trails,  and  (2)  $5,300,000  for  forest  highways, 
which  sums  are  authorized  to  be  appropriated  by  the  Act  of  Decem¬ 
ber  20,  1944  (Public  Law  521),  in  all, _  $15,050,000  (including  not  to 
exceed  $100,000  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia), 
to  be  immediately  available  and  to  remain  available  until  expended: 
Provided,  That  this  appropriation  shall  be  available  for  the  rental, 
purchase,  construction,  or  alteration  of  buildings  necessary  for  the 
storage  and  repair  of  equipment  and  supplies  used  for  road  and 
trail  construction  and  maintenance,  but  the  total  cost  of  any  such 
building  purchased,  altered,  or  constructed  under  this  authorization 
shall  not  exceed  $10,000,  with  the  exception  that  any  building  erected, 
purchased,  or  acquired,  the  cost  of  which  was  $10,000  or  more,  may 
be  improved  within  any  fiscal  year  by  an  amount  not  to  exceed  2 
per  centum  of  the  cost  of  such  buildings  certified  by  the  Secretary. 

FLOOD  CONTROL 

Flood  control:  For  expenses  necessary,  in  accordance  with  the 
Flood  Control  Act,  approved  June  22, 1936  (Public  Law  738,  Seventy- 
fourth  Congress) ,  as  amended  and  supplemented,  to  make  preliminary 
examinations  and  surveys,  and  to  perform  works  of  improvements, 
$6,000,000,  of  which  $1,800,000  shall  be  available  for  preliminary 
examinations  and  surveys,  and  including  not  to  exceed  $135,000  for 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  to  be  immediately  avail¬ 
able  and  to  remain  available  until  expended,  with  which  shall  be 
merged  the  unexpended  balances  of  funds  heretofore  appropriated  or 
transferred  to  the  Department  for  flood-control  purposes:  Provided , 
That  no  part  of  such  funds  shall  be  used  for  the  purchase  of  lands 
in  the  Yazoo  and  Little  Tallahatchie  watersheds  without  specific 
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approval  of  the  county  board  of  supervisors  of  the  county  in  which 
such  lands  are  situated:  Provided  further ,  That  hereafter  funds 
appropriated  for  the  Yazoo  and  Little  Tallahatchie  watersheds  shall 
be  available  for  necessary  work  projects  in  all  areas  up  to  that  over 
which  the  Department  of  the  Army  has  jurisdiction  and  responsibility 
or  to  carry  out  emergency  measures  authorized  by  section  7  of  the 
Act  of  J une  28, 1938  ( 52  Stat.  1225) ,  as  amended. 

SOIL  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 

For  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
approved  April  27,  1935  (16  U.  S.  C.  590a-590f),  which  provides  for 
a  national  program  of  erosion  control  and  soil  and  water  conservation, 
including  not  to  exceed  $856,750  for  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia,  furnishing  of  subsistence  to  employees,  operation  and 
maintenance  of  aircraft,  and  the  purchase  and  erection  or  alteration 
of  permanent  buildings:  Provided ,  That  the  cost  of  any  building 
purchased,  erected,  or  as  improved,  exclusive  of  the  cost  of  construc- 
ing  a  water  supply  or  sanitary  system  and  connecting  the  same  with 
any  such  building,  shall  not  exceed  $2,500  except  where  buildings  are 
acquired  in  conjunction  with  land  being  purchased  for  other  purposes 
and  except  for  eight  buildings  to  be  constructed  at  a  cost  not  to  exceed 
$15,000  per  building :  Provided  further ,  That  no  money  appropriated  in 
this  Act  shall  be  available  for  the  construction  of  any  such  building 
on  land  not  owned  by  the  Government :  Provided  further ,  That  in  the 
State  of  Missouri  where  the  State  has  established  a  central  State 
agency  authorized  to  enter  into  agreements  with  the  United  States 
or  any  of  its  agencies  on  policies  and  general  programs  for  the  saving 
of  its  soil  by  the  extension  of  Federal  aid  to  any  soil  conservation 
district  in  such  State,  the  agreements  made  by  or  on  behalf  of  the 
United  States  with  any  such  soil  conservation  district  shall  have  the 
prior  approval  of  such  central  State  agency  before  they  shall  become 
effective  as  to  such  district,  as  follows: 

Soil  conservation  research :  For  research  and  investigations  into  the 
character,  cause,  extent,  history,  and  effects  of  erosion,  soil  and  mois¬ 
ture  depletion  and  methods  of  soil  and  water  conservation  (including 
the  construction  and  hydrologic  phases  of  farm  irrigation  and  land 
drainage,  and  water  regulation  to  conserve  the  soil  and  reduce  fire 
hazards  in  the  Everglades  region  of  Florida,  except  that  expenditures 
for  all  work  in  the  Everglades  region  shall  be  limited  to  a  sum  not 
in  excess  of  funds  made  available  for  such  work  by  the  State  of  Flor¬ 
ida,  or  political  subdivisions  thereof)  ;  and  for  construction,  operation, 
and  maintenance  of  experimental  watersheds,  stations,  laboratories, 
plots,  and  installations,  $1,548,000. 

Soil  conservation  operations :  For  carrying  out  preventive  measures 
to  conserve  soil  and  water,  including  such  special  measures  as  may  be 
necessary  to  prevent  floods  and  the  siltation  of  reservoirs,  and  includ¬ 
ing  the  improvement  of  farm  irrigation  and  land  drainage,  the  estab¬ 
lishment  and  operation  of  conservation  nui’series,  the  making  of  con¬ 
servation  plans  and  surveys,  and  the  dissemination  of  information, 
$43,500,000:  Provided ,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  may  be 
expended  for  soil  and  water  conservation  operations  in  demonstration 
projects. 
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LAND  UTILIZATION  AND  RETIREMENT  OF 
SUBMARGINAL  LAND 

For  expenses  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  title  III  of 
the  Bankhead- Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act,  approved  July  22,  1937  (7 
U.  S.  C.  1010-1012),  and  the  provisions  of  the  Act  approved  August 
11,  1945  (Public  Law  179,  Seventy-ninth  Congress),  including  not 
to  exceed  $29,100  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
$1,125,000. 

PRODUCTION  AND  MARKETING  ADMINISTRATION 

Conservation  and  Use  of  Agricultural  Land  Resources 

For  expenses  necessary  to  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  into  effect 
the  provisions  of  sections  7  to  17,  inclusive,  of  the  Soil  Conservation 
and  Domestic  Allotment  Act,  approved  February  29, 1936,  as  amended 
(16  U.  S.  C.  590g-590q) ,  and  the  provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Adjust¬ 
ment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  1281-1407)  (except  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  sections  201,  202,  303,  381,  and  383  and  the  provisions  of 
titles  IV  and  V) ,  including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia  ;  not  to  exceed  $6,000  for  the  preparation  and  display  of  exhibits, 
including  such  displays  at  State,  interstate,  and  international  fairs 
within  the  United  States;  $150,000,000,  to  remain  available  until 
December  31,  1949,  for  compliance  with  programs  under  said  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  and 
the  Act  of  February  29,  1936,  as  amended,  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  the  1948  programs  carried  out  during  the  period  July  1,  1947,  to 
December  31, 1948,  inclusive :  Provided ,  That  not  to  exceed  $24,500,000 
of  the  total  sum  provided  under  this  head  shall  be  available  during  the 
current  fiscal  year,  for  salaries  and  other  administrative  expenses  for 
carrying  out  such  programs,  including  the  tobacco  and  peanut-market¬ 
ing  quota  programs,  the  cost  of  aerial  photographs,  however,  not  to 
be  charged  to  such  limitation ;  but  not  more  than  $7,000,000  shall  be 
transferred  to  the  appropriation  account,  “Administrative  expenses, 
section  392,  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938”:  Provided  further , 
That  payments  to  claimants  hereunder  may  be  made  upon  the  certifi¬ 
cate  of  the  claimant,  which  certificate  shall  be  in  such  form  as  the  Sec¬ 
retary  may  prescribe,  that  he  has  carried  out  the  conservation  practice 
or  practices  and  has  complied  with  all  other  requirements  as  conditions 
for  such  payments  and  that  the  statements  and  information  contained 
in  the  application  for  payment  are  correct  and  true,  to  the  best  of  his 
knowledge  and  belief,  under  the  penalties  of  the  Act  of  March  4,  1909, 
as  amended  (18  U.  S.  C.  80)  :  Provided  further ,  That  none  of  the  funds 
herein  appropriated  or  made  available  for  the  functions  assigned  to 
the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Agency  pursuant  to  the  Executive  Order 
Numbered  9069,  of  February  23,  1942,  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  salaries 
or  expenses  of  any  regional  information  employees  or  any  State  or 
county  information  employees,  but  this  shall  not  preclude  the  answer¬ 
ing  of  inquiries  or  supplying  of  information  to  individual  farmers : 
Provided  further ,  That  such  amount  shall  be  available  for  salaries  and 
other  administrative  expenses  in  connection  with  the  formulation  and 
administration  of  the  1949  programs  (amounting  to  $262,500,000, 
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including  administration,  and  formulated  on  the  basis  of  a  distribu¬ 
tion  of  the  funds  available  for  payments  and  grants  among  the  several 
States  in  accordance  with  their  conservation  needs  as  determined  by 
the  Secretary :  Provided  further ,  That  the  proportion  allocated  to  any 
State  shall  not  be  reduced  more  than  15  per  centum  from  the  1946  dis¬ 
tribution  and  that  no  participant  shall  receive  more  than  $750)  of 
soil-building  practices  and  soil-  and  water-conservation  practices, 
under  the  Act  of  February  29,  1936,  as  amended,  and  programs  under 
the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended;  but  the  pay¬ 
ments  or  grants  under  such  program  shall  be  conditioned  upon  the 
utilization  of  land  with  respect  to  which  such  payments  or  grants  are 
to  be  made,  in  conformity  with  farming  practices  which  will  encour¬ 
age  and  provide  for  soil-building  and  soil-  and  water-conserving 
practices  in  the  most  practical  and  effective  manner  and  adapted  to 
conditions  in  the  several  States,  as  determined  and  approved  by  the 
State  committee  appointed  pursuant  to  section  8  (b)  of  the  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  and  Domestic  Allotment  Act,  as  amended  for  the  respective 
States :  Provided  further ,  That  the  Secretary  may,  in  his  discretion, 
from  time  to  time  transfer  to  the  General  Accounting  Office  such  sums 
as  may  be  necessary  to  pay  administrative  expenses  of  said  Office  in 
auditing  payments  under  this  item :  Provided  further ,  That  such 
amounts  shall  be  available  for  the  purchase  of  seeds,  fertilizers,  lime, 
trees,  or  any  other  farming  materials,  or  any  soil-terracing  services, 
and  making  grants  thereof  to  agricultural  producers  to  aid  them  in 
carrying  out  farming  practices  approved  by  the  Secretary  under  pro¬ 
grams  provided  for  herein :  Provided  further ,  That  the  Secretary  is 
authorized  and  directed  to  make  payments  to  farmers  who  complied 
with  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  agricultural  conservation  pro¬ 
grams,  formulated  pursuant  to  sections  7  to  17,  inclusive,  of  the  Soil 
Conservation  and  Domestic  Allotment  Act,  as  amended,  if  the  Secre¬ 
tary  determines  that,  because  of  induction  into  the  armed  forces  of 
the  United  States,  such  farmers  failed  to  file,  or  were  prevented  from 
filing,  applications  for  payment  under  any  such  program  during  the 
period  the  applicable  appropriation  for  such  program  was  available 
for  obligation,  such  payments  to  be  made  out  of  the  unobligated  bal¬ 
ance  of  the  appropriation,  “Conservation  and  use  of  agricultural  land 
resources”,  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture  Appropriation  Act,  1946 : 
Provided  further ,  That  an  application  for  payment  on  the  prescribed 
form  is  filed  by  any  such  farmer  (or  the  person  entitled  to  payment  in 
case  of  death,  disappearance,  or  incompetency  of  the  farmer  under 
regulations  issued  pursuant  to  section  385  of  the  Agricultural  Adjust¬ 
ment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.,  1940  edition,  1385) )  within 
one  year  from  the  date  of  his  discharge  from  the  armed  forces,  or  by 
December  31, 1948,  whichever  is  later :  And  provided  further ,  That  no 
part  of  any  funds  available  to  the  Department,  or  any  bureau,  office, 
corporation,  or  other  agency  constituting  a  part  of  such  Department 
shall  be  used  in  the  current  fiscal  year  for  the  payment  of  salary  or 
travel  expenses  of  any  person  who  has  been  convicted  of  violating  the 
Act  entitled  “An  Act  to  prevent  pernicious  political  activities”, 
approved  August  2, 1939,  as  amended,  or  who  has  been  found  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section  6  of  the  Act  of  July  11,  1919  (18 
U.  S.  C.  201),  to  have  violated  or  attempted  to  violate  such  section 
which  prohibits  the  use  of  Federal  appropriations  for  the  payment  of 
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personal  services  or  other  expenses  designed  to  influence  in  any  manner 
a  Member  of  Congress  to  favor  or  oppose  any  legislation  or  appropria¬ 
tion  by  Congress  except  upon  request  of  any  Member  or  through  the 
proper  official  channels. 

Sugar  Act 

To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the 
Sugar  Act  of  1948,  approved  August  8, 1947  (Public  Law  388) ,  includ¬ 
ing  such  amount  as  is  required  to  complete  payments  under  the  Sugar 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  1100-1183) ,  $72,000,000,  to  remain 
available  until  June  30, 1950 :  Provided ,  That  expenditures  (including 
transfers)  from  this  appropriation  for  other  than  payments  to  sugar 
producers  shall  not  exceed  $1,385,545. 

EXPORTATION  AND  DOMESTIC  CONSUMPTION  OF  AGRICULTURAL 

COMMODITIES 

Not  to  exceed  $500,000  of  the  appropriation  made  available  by 
section  32  of  the  Act  of  August  24,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  612  (c) ),  shall  be 
used  to  pay  any  subsidy,  benefit,  or  indemnity  to  manufacturers  of  or 
dealers  in  insulation  products. 

National  School  Lunch  Act 

To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  National 
School  Lunch  Act  of  June  4,  1946  (Public  Law  396),  there  is  hereby 
made  available  $75,000,000  of  the  funds  appropriated  for  the  fiscal 
year  1949  by  section  32  of  the  Act  approved  August  24,  1935  (7  U.  S. 
C.  612  (c) ),  such  amount  to  be  without  regard  to  the  25  per  centum 
limitation  contained  in  said  section  32,  and  to  be  exclusive  of  funds 
expended  in  accordance  with  the  last  sentence  of  section  9  of  the 
National  School  Lunch  Act:  Provided ,  That  no  part  of  such  funds 
shall  be  used  for  nonfood  assistance  under  section  5  of  said  Act. 

Marketing  Services 

For  expenses  necessary,  including  not  to  exceed  $2,187,827  for  per¬ 
sonal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  in  conducting  investigations, 
experiments,  and  demonstrations,  as  follows : 

Market  news  service:  For  collecting,  publishing,  and  distributing, 
by  telegraph,  mail,  or  otherwise,  timely  information  on  the  market 
supply  and  demand,  commercial  movement,  .location,  disposition, 
quality,  condition,  and  market  prices  of  livestock,  meats,  fish,  and 
animal  products,  dairy  and  poultry  products  (including  broilers), 
fruits  and  vegetables,  peanuts  and  their  products,  grain,  hay,  feeds, 
cottonseed,  and  seeds,  and  other  agricultural  products,  $1,689,750. 

Market  inspection  of  farm  products:  For  the  investigation  and 
certification,  in  one  or  more  jurisdictions,  to  shippers  and  other  inter¬ 
ested  parties  of  the  class,  quality,  and  condition  of  any  agricultural 
commodity  or  food  product,  whether  raw,  dried,  canned,  or  otherwise 
processed,  and  any  product  containing  an  agricultural  commodity 
or  derivative  thereof  when  offered  for  interstate  shipment  or  when 
received  at  such  important  central  markets  as  the  Secretary  may  from 
time  to  time  designate,  or  at  points  which  may  be  conveniently 
reached  therefrom  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  pre¬ 
scribe,  including  payment  of  such  fees  as  will  be  reasonable  and  as 
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nearly  as  may  be  to  cover  the  cost  for  the  service  rendered,  $712,000. 

Marketing  farm  products:  For  acquiring  and  diffusing  among  the 
people  of  the  United  States  useful  information  relative  to  the  needed 
supplies,  standardization,  classification,  grading,  preparation  for 
market,  handling,  transportation,  storage,  and  marketing  of  farm 
and  food  products,  including  the  demonstration  and  promotion  of 
the  use  of  uniform  standards  of  classification  of  American  farm  and 
food  products  throughout  the  world,  for  making  analyses  of  cotton 
fiber  as  provided  by  the  Act  of  April  7,  1941  (7  U.  S.  C.  473d),  for 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  section  201  (a)  to  201  (d),  inclusive, 
of  title  II  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938  (7  U.  S.  C. 
1291),  and  for  coordinating  nutrition  services  made  available  by 
Federal,  State,  and  other  agencies,  including  not  to  exceed  $10,000 
for  employment  pursuant  to  the  second  sentence  of  section  706  (a), 
of  the  Organic  Act  of  1944  (5  U.  S.  C.  541b),  as  amended  by  section 
15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5  U.  S.  C.  55a),  and  not  to  exceed 
$20,000  for  transportation  and  other  necessary  expenses  including  not 
to  exceed  $10  per  diem  of  persons  serving  without  compensation  while 
away  from  their  homes  or  regular  places  of  business;  printing  and 
binding ;  and  not  to  exceed  $150  for  newspapers,  $1,084,500 :  Provided , 
That  the  Secretary  may  make  available  to  any  bureau,  office,  or 
agency  of  the  Department  such  amounts  from  this  appropriation  as 
may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the  functions  for  which  this  appropria¬ 
tion  is  made,  and  any  such  amounts  shall  be  in  addition  to  amounts 
transferred  or  otherwise  made  available  to  appropriation  items  in 
this  Act. 

Tobacco  Acts:  To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Act  to 
establish  and  promote  the  use  of  standards  of  classification  for  tobacco, 
to  provide  and  maintain  an  official  tobacco-inspection  service,  approved 
August  23,  1935  (7  U.  S.  C.  511-511q),  the  Act  to  provide  for  the 
collection  and  publication  of  statistics  of  tobacco  by  the  Department, 
approved  January  14,  1929  (7  U.  S.  C.  501-508),  as  amended,  and 
the  Act  to  prohibit  the  exportation  of  tobacco  seed  and  plants,  approved 
June  5, 1940  (7  U.  S.  C.  516) ,  $1,552,000. 

Cotton  Statistics,  Classing,  Standards  and  Futures  Acts:  To  carry 
into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Act  authorizing  the  Secretary  to  collect 
and  publish  statistics  of  the  grade  and  staple  length  of  cotton,  approved 
March  3,  1927,  as  amended  by  the  Act  of  April  13,  1937  (7  U.  S.  C. 
471-476),  and  to  perform  the  duties  imposed  upon  him  by  chap¬ 
ter  14  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  relating  to  cotton  futures  (26 
U.  S.  C.  1920-1935),  and  to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the 
United  States  Cotton  Standards  Act,  approved  March  4,  1923,  as 
amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  51-65 ) ,  $1,399,000. 

Marketing  regulatory  acts:  For  expenses  necessary  to  carry  into 
effect  the  provisions  of  the  Perishable  Agricultural  Commodities  Act, 
as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  499a-499r),  the  Act  to  prevent  the  destruction 
or  dumping  of  farm  produce  (7  U.  S.  C.  491-497),  the  Act  to  provide 
standards  for  baskets  and  containers  for  fruits  and  vegetables,  as 
amended  (15  U.  S.  C.  251-256),  the  Act  to  fix  standards  for  hampers, 
round  stave  baskets,  and  splint  baskets  for  fruits  and  vegetables  (15 
U.  S.  C.  257-257i ) ,  the  Act  to  provide  export  standards  for  apples  and 
pears  (7  U.  S.  C.  581-589),  the  United  States  Grain  Standards  Act 
(7  U.  S.  C.  71-87),  the  United  States  Warehouse  Act  (7  U.  S.  C. 
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241-273),  the  Federal  Seed  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  1551-1610),  the  Packers 
and  Stockyards  Act,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  181-229) ,  the  Naval  Stores 
Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  91-99),  and  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and 
Rodenticide  Act  of  June  25,  1947  (Public  Law  104),  $3,178,350. 

COMMODITY  EXCHANGE  AUTHORITY 

Commodity  Exchange  Act:  To  enable  the  Secretary  to  carry  into 
effect  the  provisions  of  the  Commodity  Exchange  Act,  as  amended 
(7  U.  S.  C.  1-I7a)j  including  not  to  exceed  $153,000  for  personal 
services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  $530,000. 

FARMERS’  HOME  ADMINISTRATION 

For  expenses  necessary,  including  personal  services  in  the  District 
of  Columbia,  to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  titles  I,  II,  and 
the  related  provisions  of  title  IV  of  the  Bankhead-Jones  Farm 
Tenant  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  1000-1029),  as  amended,  the  Farmers’  Home 
Administration  Act  of  1946  (Public  Law  731),  approved  August 
14,  1946,  and  Public  Law  563,  approved  July  30,  1916,  as  follows: 

Loans:  Title  I  and  section  43  (including  payments  in  lieu  of  taxfes 
and  taxes  under  section  50) ,  $15,000,000 ;  title  II,  $75,000,000. 

Salaries  and  expenses :  For  the  making  and  servicing  of  new  loans, 
insuring  mortgages,  the  servicing  and  collecting  of  loans  made  under 
prior  authority,  and  the  liquidation  of  assets  transferred  to 
Farmers’  Home  Administration  pursuant  to  the  Farmers’  Home 
Administration  Act  of  1946,  $22,000,000,  together  with  a  transfer  to 
this  appropriation  item  of  not  to  exceed  $120,000  of  the  fees  and 
administrative  expense  charges  made  available  by  subsections  (d)  and 
(e)  of  section  12  of  the  Bankhead-Jones  F arm  Tenant  Act,  as  amended. 

WATER  FACILITIES,  ARID  AND  SEMIARID  AREAS 

To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Act  to  promote  conserva¬ 
tion  in  the  arid  and  semiarid  areas  of  the  United  States  by  aiding  in 
the  development  of  facilities  for  water  storage  and  utilization, 
approved  August  28, 1937,  as  amended  ( 16  U.  S.  C.  590r-590x,  590z-5) , 
$1,750,000,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $11,000  may  be  expended  for  per¬ 
sonal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION  ADMINISTRATION 

To  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Rural  Electrification  Act 
of  1936,  approved  May  20,  1936,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  901-915,  as 
amended  by  the  Act  of  July  30,  1947  (Public  Law  266) ),  as  follows: 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  administrative  expenses,  including 
personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia ;  not  to  exceed  $500  for 
newspapers;  and  not  to  exceed  $500  for  financial  and  credit  reports; 
$5,450,000. 

Loans:  For  loans  in  accordance  with  sections  3,  4,  and  5  of  said 
Act,  and  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  section  7  thereof, 
$400,000,000,  to  be  borrowed  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section  3  (a)  of  said  Act. 
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GENERAL  PROVISIONS— DEPARTMENT  OF 
AGRICULTURE 

Sec.  2.  No  funds  appropriated  or  made  available  under  this  title 
shall  be  used  to  pay  the  compensation  or  expenses  of  any  officer  or 
employee  of  the  Department  or  any  bureau,  office,  agency,  or  service 
of  the  Department,  or  any  corporation,  institution,  or  association 
supervised  thereby,  who  makes  or  approves,  or  directs  or  authorizes 
the  approval  of,  any  loan  or  advance  by  the  Regional  Agricultural 
Credit  Corporation  of  Washington,  District  of  Columbia,  unless 
such  loan  or  advance  (1)  is  for  the  purpose  of  protecting  the  security 
for  or  assisting  in  the  collection  of  a  loan  or  advance  theretofore 
made  by  the  Corporation,  or  (2)  is  for  use  in  and  confined  to  a 
specific  area  or  region  in  which  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  shall 
have  found  that  such  loans  for  specified  agricultural  purposes  and 
for  limited  time  periods  are  necessary  because  of  economic  emer¬ 
gencies  or  production  disasters.  All  loans  and  advances  made  pur¬ 
suant  to  this  section  will  carry  the  full  personal  liability  of  the 
borrower,  shall  be  secured  by  crops  or  livestock  and  such  additional 
collateral  as  is  deemed  necessary  to  afford  reasonable  assurance  of 
repayment,  and  will  be  accompanied  by  a  certificate  of  refusal  of 
the  loan  or  advance  by  a  local  bank  or  the  production  credit  associa¬ 
tion  serving  the  area :  Provided ,  however ,  That  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  may  authorize  the  Regional  Agricultural  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration  to  reenter  an  area  or  region  where  an  economic  emergency 
or  production  disaster  has  occurred,  in  conformity  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  section  201  (e)  of  the  Emergency  Relief  and  Construc¬ 
tion  Act  of  1932,  as  amended  (title  12,  U.  S.  C.  1148) . 

Sec.  3.  Within  the  unit  limit  of  cost  fixed  by  law  the  lump-sum 
appropriations  made  for  the  Department  under  this  title  shall  be 
available  for  the  purchase  of  passenger  motor  vehicles,  and  for  the 
hire  of  such  vehicles,  necessary  in  the  conduct  of  the  work  of  the 
Department  outside  the  District  of  Columbia,  but  the  number  of  such 
vehicles  purchased  or  otherwise  acquired  for  all  the  activities  of  the 
Department  for  which  appropriations  are  made  under  such  title  shall 
not  exceed  the  total  number  indicated  for  purchase  by  the  Department 
under  the  statements  of  proposed  expenditures  for  purchase  and  hire 
of  passenger  motor  vehicles  in  the  Budget. 

Sec.  4.  Provisions  of  law  prohibiting  or  restricting  the  employment 
of  aliens  shall  not  apply  to  (1)  the  temporary  employment  of  trans¬ 
lators  when  competent  citizen  translators  are  not  available;  (2) 
employment  in  cases  of  emergency  of  persons  in  the  field  service  of 
the  Department  for  periods  of  not  more  than  sixty  days;  and  (3) 
employment  under  the  appropriation  for  the  Office  of  Foreign 
Agricultural  Relations. 

Sec.  5.  Appropriations  made  in  this  title  shall  be  available  for 
health  service  programs  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.  S.  C.  150). 

Sec.  6.  Appropriations  and  other  funds  available  to  the  Department 
during  the  current  fiscal  year  (except  those  appropriated  or  authorized 
in  title  II  of  this  Act  for  such  fiscal  year)  shall  be  available  for  the 
payment  of  claims  pursuant  to  section  403  of  the  Federal  Tort  Claims 
Act  (28  U.  S.  C.  921). 

Sec.  7.  No  part  of  any  appropriation  contained  in  this  title  shall 
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be  used  to  pay  the  salary  or  wages  of  any  person  who  engages  m  a 
strike  against  the  Government  of  the  United  States  or  who  is  a  member 
of  an  organization  of  Government  employees  that  asserts  the  right  to 
strike  against  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  or  who  advocates, 
or  is  a  member  of  an  organization  that  advocates,  the  overthrow  of 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  by  force  or  violence :  Provided, 
That  for  the  purposes  hereof  an  affidavit  shall  be  considered  prima 
facie  evidence  that  the  person  making  the  affidavit  has  not  contrary  to 
the  provisions  of  this  section  engaged  in  a  strike  against  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  United  States,  is  not  a  member  of  an  organization  of  Gov¬ 
ernment  employees  that  asserts  the  right  to  strike  against  the 
Government  of  the  United  States,  or  that  such  person  does  not  advo¬ 
cate,  and  is  not  a  member  of  an  organization  that  advocates,  the  over¬ 
throw  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  by  force  or  violence : 
Provided  further ,  That  such  administrative  or  supervisory  employees 
of  the  Department  as  may  be  designated  for  the  purpose  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  are  hereby  authorized  to  administer  the  oaths  to  persons  making 
affidavits  required  by  this  section,  and  they  shall  charge  no  fee  for  so 
doing:  Provided  further,  That  any  person  who  engages  in  a  strike 
against  the  Government  of  the  United  States  or  who  is  a  member  of 
an  organization  of  Government  employees  that  asserts  the  right  to 
strike  against  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  or  who  advocates, 
or  who  is  a  member  of  an  organization  that  advocates,  the  overthrow 
of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  by  force  or  violence  and 
accepts  employment  the  salary  or  wages  for  which  are  paid  from  any 
appropriation  contained  in  this  title  shall  be  guilty  of  a  felony  and, 
upon  conviction,  shall  be  fined  not  more  than  $1,000  or  imprisoned  for 
not  more  than  one  year,  or  both :  Provided  further ,  That  the  above 
penalty  clause  shall  be  in  addition  to,  and  not  in  substitution  for,  any 
other  provisions  of  existing  law :  Provided  further ,  That  nothing  in 
this  section  shall  be  construed  to  require  an  affidavit  from  any  person 
employed  for  less  than  sixty  days  for  sudden  emergency  work  involv¬ 
ing  the  loss  of  human  life  or  destruction  of  property,  and  payment  of 
salary  or  wages  may  be  made  to  such  persons  from  applicable  appro¬ 
priations  for  services  rendered  in  such  emergency  without  execution 
of  the  affidavit  contemplated  by  this  section. 

Sec.  8.  Limitations  on  amounts  to  be  expended  for  personal  services 
under  appropriations  in  this  Act  shall  not  apply  to  lump-sum  leave 
payments  pursuant  to  the  Act  of  December  21, 1944  (5  U.  S.  C.  61b-e) . 

Sec.  9.  This  Act  may  be  cited  as  the  “Department  of  Agriculture 
Appropriation  Act,  1949”. 

TITLE  II— GOVERNMENT  CORPORATIONS 

Sec.  201.  The  following  sums  are  appropriated,  out  of  any  money  in 
the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  for  the  Federal  Crop  Insur¬ 
ance  Corporation  for  the  current  fiscal  year,  namely : 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  FEDERAL  CROP  INSURANCE  ACT 

Operating  expenses:  For  operating  and  administrative  expenses, 
$3,725,000,  including  not  to  exceed  $700  for  newspapers,  together  with 
the  unobligated  balance  of  the  appropriation  for  this  purpose  for  fiscal 
year  1948  which  shall  be  available  to  complete  the  orderly  liquida¬ 
tion  of  the  1947  and  prior  crop  year  programs. 
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Sec.  202.  The  following  corporations  are  hereby  authorized  to  make 
such  expenditures,  within  the  limits  of  funds  and  borrowing  authority 
available  to  each  such  corporation  and  in  accord  with  law,  and  to 
make  such  contracts  and  commitments  without  regard  to  fiscal  year 
limitations  as  provided  by  section  104  of  the  Government  Corpora¬ 
tion  Control  Act,  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the  programs  set 
forth  in  the  budget  for  the  current  fiscal  year  for  each  such  corporation, 
except  as  hereinafter  provided : 

ADMINISTRATIVE  EXPENSES,  COMMODITY  CREDIT  CORPORATION 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation :  Nothing  in  this  Act  shall  be  so 
construed  as  to  prevent  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  from  carry¬ 
ing  out  any  activity  or  any  program  authorized  by  law :  Provided , 
That  not  to  exceed  $7,575,000  shall  be  available  for  administrative 
expenses  of  the  Corporation,  including  not  to  exceed  $400  for  period¬ 
icals,  maps,  and  newspapers :  Provided  further ,  That  all  necessary 
expenses  (including  legal  and  special  services  performed  on  a  contract 
or  fee  basis,  but  not  including  other  personal  services)  in  connection 
with  the  acquisition,  operation,  maintenance,  improvement,  or  dispo¬ 
sition  of  any  real  or  personal  property  belonging  to  the  Corporation  or 
in  which  it  has  an  interest,  including  expenses  of  collections  of  pledged 
collateral,  shall  be  considered  as  nonadministrative  expenses  for  the 
purposes  hereof. 

Sec.  203.  The  authorities,  restrictions,  and  prohibitions  specified 
under  the  head  “General  provisions”  in  the  Government  Corporations 
Appropriations  Act,  1949,  shall  be  applicable  to  title  II  of  this  Act. 

Approved  June  19,  1948. 


